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Toward the Summit 


A Predetermined Failure? 


As the summit conference approaches, there are many indications that more effort goes into prevent- 
ing than into promoting a settlement of major international issues. President Eisenhower’s and Secretary 
of State Herter’s damping of undue optimism respecting the conference is of great importance, not because 
they are speculating on Soviet intentions but because they have an unmistakable knowledge of their own 
intentions—and success at the summit is impossible without THEIR willingness and cooperation. 


The American reception of Soviet concessions with regard to a nuclear test ban raises grave doubts 
as to our Government’s willingness to stop the arms race. Such doubts are raised not only by critics of the 
Administration; influential groups 
within its ranks admittedly oppose a 
nuclear ban. And without a nuclear 
ban, a reduction of conventional weap- 
ons is unachieveable. 

It seems that something has gone 
very wrong in Washington: proposals 
that we submitted to the Soviets, in the 
now revealed hope they would be re- 
jected, were essentially accepted and 
coincide to the last iota with past Brit- 
ish overtures seeking a nuclear ban. 
Somebody goofed in estimating Soviet 
readiness to compromise. When the 
Soviets accepted our demand of divorc- 
ing underground tests from all other 
atomic tests, instead of celebrating, we 
were caught by surprise, and urgent 
consultations were held to verify, pos- 
sibly for the first time, whether we 
meant what we had been contending 
throughout. 

The protagonists of continued cold 
war within the Administration and the 
industry found*staunch support from 
Konrad Adenauer who, alarmed by a 
prospect of a new international reality 
in which Germany would no longer 
“need” to be armed, came to Washing- 
ton to whisper into the President’s ear 
advice he was eager to listen to. Prime 
Minister Macmillan’s efforts obviously 
did not suffice to turn the tide: stripped 
of the phraseology of psychological 
warfare, the Eisenhower- Macmillan 
“accord” in substance rejected the So- 
viet proposals. The reaction of Senator 
Clinton P. Anderson, the cold-warring, 
ban-opposing Chairman of the Joint 
Congressional Committee on Atomic 
Energy, testifies to the pre-doomed 
character of the plan: “I haven’t ob- 
jected to what the President is trying 
to do, because I think that’s quite a 
way from the Russian proposal”. And 
right he is. 


(Continued on page 22) 









THE COST OF TRUTH 


On page 15 of this issue the reader will find a statement, 
by a number of prominent authors and other personalities, 
challenging the truthfulness of the American press in its 
depiction of the current situation in Cuba. This statement 
originally appeared as a paid advertisement in the New 


York Times. 


This publication’s assessment of 
the Cuban situation (see among 
others Something Has Got To 
Give in Cuba, February issue) co- 
incides with that of the Times 
advertisement we are reprinting 
without charge. 


The importance of the state- 
ment is not confined to the issues 
at hand. In addition to putting 
our Cuban image straight, it is one 
of the unfortunately infrequent 
protests of men of conscience 
against setting our national goals 
and policies on false assumptions 
and propagandistic distortions. It 
is a principled and an implied re- 
buff of a typical chauvinistic prag- 
matism that makes us read justice 
into every passing expediency. It 
proves that the American intellec- 
tual has an alternative to compli- 
ance with the corruption of our 
power elite. It is a challenge to 
that portion of McCarthyism 
which outlived its infamous per- 
sonification. It is an act of self- 
assertion on the part of our intel- 
lectual greats who have so often 
forfeited their social leadership to 
the militarist and plutocrat. Fi- 
nally, it is a fulfillment of a long 
neglected obligation of our intel- 
lectual aristocracy to awaken the 
conscience of the nation. 


If the drive of THE FAIR 
PLAY FOR CUBA COMMIT- 
TEE succeeds in reversing the 
thoroughly hypocritical policy our 
State Department has been pur- 
suing, it will not only help Cuba 
but first and foremost the Ameri- 
can people themselves. We will be 
saved from our own capacity for 
the big lie, and, though specifically 
pertaining to Cuba, the awaken- 
ing might arouse our moral sensi- 
tivity to many other challenges. 


The men who sponsored the 
Times announcement did not need 
a ghost writer to express their 
thoughts. Why then did they need 
to purchase advertising space in 
the nation’s largest newspaper to 
denounce propagandistic lies? Cer- 
tainly, the columnists and edito- 
rialists quoted and rebuked in the 
statement did not need to pav for 
the privilege of spreading lies; 
on the contrary, they were hand- 
somely paid for it. How come so 
eminent a group of individuals 
had no way of correcting our 
knowledge of Cuban affairs except 
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through personal monetary sacri- 
fice? Why didn’t our newspapers 
seek their views and information 
as a matter of editorial policy and 
news value? Why did they have 
to be paid to open their columns 
to the truth and then only in the 
dissociated, neutral manner of an 
advertisement? Have we fallen so 
far into the abyss of hypocrisy that 
truth has no chance unless com- 
mercially peddled a la “liver” 
pills? 

The effort of THE FAIR 
PLAY FOR CUBA COMMIT- 
TEE could not be more praise- 
worthy, and one wishes to en- 
courage its prominent participants 
to exert a more embracing influ- 
ence on our national thinking and 
policies. Perhaps it is time they 
provided their leadership and 
prestige to consolidate fragmen- 
tized liberal efforts in this country 
to establish a prominent national 
organ that could potentially reach 
every American adult and that 
could bring to him the truth and 
the voice of conscience in a more 
assertive manner than a paid ad- 
vertisement in a paper that must 
be bribed into accommodating the 
truth. 
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Light Amidst Darkness 


When, like this writer, one lives in the South, where massive 
racial segregationism is emotionally intensified into a social 
fetish, he cannot help reflecting on man’s inherent inability 
to draw discomforting analogies. The same individuals who 
manifest horror and sincere abhorrence at Hitler’s acts and 
theories are yet unable to conceive of themselves as his moral 
disciples. Both the Nazis and our home-spawned segregation- 
ists share the same feeling of comfort and public reliance that 
the individual bigot derives from joining the mass of bigots. 
The same aversion to social heresy prevented both from dis- 
playing any sensitivity to basic ethical values, whether derived 
from religious piety or social aspiration. For man’s subservience 
to habit is powerful and his eyes, when used to darkness, are 
annoyingly pierced by the light. 


Yet, there is a vast difference between racial persecution in 
the United States and in South Africa; and, fortunately, the 
comparison is all to this nation’s relative credit. While the 
situation in South Africa is epitomized by the recent cold- 
blooded, premeditated mass murder of Negro demonstrators by 
Verwoerd’s legalized killers in police uniforms, the struggle 
for racial equality in this country is epitomized by the humane 
guidance of our Supreme Court. And while all violence is 
abominable, it is yet more comforting to see rifles protecting 
the assertion of human rights, as was true in Little Rock, 
than to see them directed against those who assert such rights, 
as is notoriously true in South Africa. 


With respect to equality unperverted by racial discrimina- 
tion, one may well criticize the acumen of our legislation and 
the interpretation and enforcement of laws, but their direction 
is unmistakable. With each step we are heading towards more 
light—which puts us on a course opposite that of apartheid. 
This unmistakable trend in American life is producing the first 
encouraging impact upon our society, even among our staunch- 
est segregationists. Especially here in the South one realizes 
that the racists theraselves are beginning to feel out of step with 
historic progress. They resent that progress, protest against it 
and try to slow it down by every available means, but none- 
theless they sense, rather acutely, the verdict of history. It is 
this realization that will first grow into a kind of fatalism— 
resigning oneself to the inevitability of the unwelcome up- 
— eventually flower into an opening of minds and 

earts. 


One can sense another psychological development nowhere 
with as much intensity as in the balking South: no longer is 
the struggle one between two kinds of whites; it is the perse- 
cuted and deprived Negro himself who is asserting his human 
dignity. A great spiritual renaissance is sweeping the minds 
and hearts of yesterday’s meek, grateful and subservient. 


The current wave of restaurant sit-down demonstrations by 
Negro students and intelligentsia has brought with it, more 
than any direct external results, an awakening of dignity among 
the mass of Negroes. And because the finest social elements 
among the Negroes provided the leadership for this wave, its 
internal impact has been encouragingly strong. Not idle young- 
sters seeking a street corner fight or hullabaloo but the deeply 
inspired students of Ghandi, Albert Schweitzer and Bertrand 
Russell are leading the trend. And it is not just bread they 
are seeking but human value, spirit and dignity, which are as 
self-imposing as they are assertive. 


And when you join them, and are no longer received as the 
benevolent white but as one who exercises an elementary 
human obligation, you know that a spiritual development is 
taking place that is not only serving the cause of civil liberty 
but also curing the minds and hearts of the self-asserters and 
bursting the last bonds of mental slavery. 


However deplorable the situation that necessitates such a 
struggle for fundamental human rights, your sadness is at least 
partly dispelled by the clear, splendid rays of light shining out 
of the abyss of the persecuted and slowly but increasingly 
spreading enlightenment around you. And he who refuses to 
see light in the darkness is truly blind. . . . 
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THE MORAL AND THE IMMORAL IN THE LIBERAL DICHOTOMY 


Nothing promotes the decline of Western democracy like the prevail- 
ing confusion between political and economic liberalism. The two are all 
too often identified as inseparable, integral parts of one and the same social 

stem. 
2 Political democracy, if conceived of not merely as a voting technique 
but principally as a way of promoting human dignity in all its facets, mirrors 
the eternal dreams of man, epitomizes his striving towards perfection and 


challenges tyranny under any and all pre- 
texts. Such an aspiration is not ideolog- 
ically anemic. In its response to human 
desires and social tranquility, it offers an 
attraction no political alternative can boast. 
Communism, an antithesis of democracy, 
has found it expedient not to repudiate it 
but instead adopt its designation as its own, 





unconcerned with the abuse of semantics 
the adoption necessitated. Although our 
own society has a very long and difficult 
road to go towards authentic democracy, 
democratic theory, as part of modern 
man’s ideology, has all the attraction it 
needs to easily withstand the totalitarian 
temptation. 


THE ECONOMIC LIABILITY 


The Achilles heel of our society is to be 
found in a different field: its economics. 
Historically, the political genius of democ- 
racy and liberalism has been applied to 
narrow down tyranny’s margin for action. 
Economic liberalism, however, has had a 
very opposite effect. It is this latter, all 
important aspect of life in a political de- 
mocracy that has never stopped causing 
social criticism and vexation and has led 
to social restlessness and outright revolu- 
tions. 

In terms of actual achievement in hu- 
man equality, economic liberalism is the 
very opposite of political liberalism. Instead 
of diminishing the gap between the privi- 
leges of various individuals, it provides 
increased opportunities to widen it. In- 
stead of introducing an equitable balance 
in the relations among the members of 
society it lets the influence of some grow 
ever more disproportionate to that of 
others. It is an adaptation of the survival 
of the fittest to the mechanics of production 
and distribution. 

Why have two morally so different and 
contradictory tendencies as political liberal- 


ism and economic liberalism existed within 
the same social structure and philosophy? 
—This paradoxical situation resulted from 
a shrewd associative manipulation by the 
economically privileged elements in our 
society. Their devotion to political liberal- 
ism is quite debatable: they are ready to 
compromise its principles in any way that 
suits their economic interests; under certain 
circumstances they have been willing to 
trade it outright for whatever protection 
fascism offered. Their preference for eco- 
nomic liberalism, however, is directly dic- 
tated by immediate selfishness. 

In contrast to political liberalism, eco- 
nomic liberalism cannot possibly boast any 
great attraction to the masses. Therefore, 
to make the latter acceptable to the eco- 
nomically deprived majority, the two are 
presented as integral parts of the same sys- 
tem. Those classes of our society that 
benefit from the vast opportunities in ex- 
ploiting others have, with spectacular suc- 
cess, established the myth that civil liberties 
and political democracy are impossible 
without unrestricted liberty of economic 
agegrandizement. 


THE THEORY OF “DRIPPING DOWN WELFARE” 


This hypnosis of false association is 
served by a vast number of publications 
and politicians who use the slogans of the 
French Revolution to help create a more 
favorable climate for big business’s tax 
exemptions, meet public expenditures 
through indirect consumer taxation, legis- 
late restrictive labor laws, nurse a degree 
of deliberate unemployment, pervert all 
public services into profitable merchandise 
peddling and identify sheer wealth accu- 
mulation with success. 

With the advent of the Eisenhower Ad- 
ministration and the ensuing almost total 
fusion of the federal bureaucracy, the in- 
dustrial potentates and the military brass 
into a coherent power elite, economic con- 
servatism has asserted a new, intellectually 
anachronistic and propagandistic arro- 
gance: the theory of “dripping down wel- 


fare” has been propagated with such 
acumen that many of its potential and 
actual victims have been blinded and 
brainwashed by it. According to this the- 
ory, which has often been openly vented 
by Eisenhower and members of his Cab- 
inet, the general prosperity requires public 
measures and policies indiscriminately fa- 
voring increased profits for the wealthy. 
This enrichment of the rich is alleged to 
drip down prosperity to the lower layers 
of the social pyramid. 

So shockingly and unbelievably success- 
ful has this Eisenhower-Humphrey-Wall 
Street propaganda been that the broad 
mass of underpaid, underemployed and 
overtaxed (through consumer taxation) 
people, totally ignorant of economic sci- 
ence and affairs, believes the national econ- 
omy depends on nothing but the incentives 
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provided for the potential capital investor. 
“Unless they are induced into investing 
their capital, jobs will not be created and 
unemployment will result” they say and 
even the most obvious contradictions do 
not occur to them. They fail to appreciate 
that private business is often incompatible 
with the national economy; that private 
business is interested in immediate profits 
even if they should endanger the long 
range soundness of the economy; that in- 
dustry is interested in maintaining a labor 
reservoir through a degree of unemploy- 
ment; that business does not select do- 
mains of investment according to public 
needs; that technological development, 
instead of producing unemployment, 
should result in full employment and 
shorter working hours. 


PIETY OF EXPLOITATION 


Even more annoying and hypocritical 
are such basically immoral advocacies 
when preached in a religious disguise. To 
interpret the Judeo-Christian philosophy as 
a justification of the status quo with all its 
inherent injustices and deprivations, to 
conceive of the great founders of our reli- 
gions as condoning utter reward of sheer 
strength whether physical or economic, as 
some of our clergymen and “religious” pub- 
lications do, is to miss almost all that is 
of social substance in the great religions. 
When a religious publication favors the 
unrestricted predominance of the profit 
aspect in the name of “Liberty! Liberty! 
More Liberty!”, it creates an even more 
favorable public atmosphere for the con- 
tinuation and increase of social injustice. 
True freedom ends at the threshold of ex- 
ploitation. To build an entire social setup 
on nothing but material incentives is moral, 
spiritual and social deprivation. None of 
the biblical prophets would have subscribed 
to it and man must be capable of doing 
better than this. 

These are the injustices against which 
the human spirit will always be restless. 
When men refuse to heed their nobler, 
more social aspirations, the gain of those 
with vested interests is at best momentary; 
in the long run the consequences will be 
incalculably serious. As Communist revo- 
lutions have proved, men become so ob- 
sessed and single minded in their opposi- 
tion to injustice that they attempt to abol- 
ish it at any price, including the com- 
promise of civil and political liberties. 


THE STATIC OF DOCTRINE 


A fixed, logically consistent blueprint of 
economic reform is at best an oversimplifi- 
cation. Economic relations do not evolve 
with predictable consistency; neither the 
“natural” order of Quesnay, Adam Smith 
and others nor the materialistic dialectic 
of Marx and Engels were fast enough or 
sensitive enough to life’s inconsistencies to 

(Continued on page 16) 
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Vagrancy and Arrest 


On Suspicion 


“By JUSTICE WILLIAM O. DOUGLAS 


In spite of the revulsion which lib- 
erty-loving people have long had 
against banishment, it lingers on in 
many magistrate courts. Who has not 
heard a judge tell a transient, “Don’t 
come back here again or you go to 
jail”? Scores of people are thus ban- 
ished from our cities every day. Those 
exiled are not traitors or even thieves. 
They are wanderers, men of the “open 
road”; persons whose only crime in 
many cases is in being jobless and 
homeless, the same people who have 
been the herces of much of our great 
literature and whose way of life has 
been glorified and envied by others for 
generations. 

ow 


The statistics from Tucson show the 
intensity of this new campaign. While 
the year 1956 showed 276 arrests for 
vagrancy and 260 convictions, the three 
subsequent years show a marked in- 
crease. In 1957 there were 644 arrests, 
with 632 convictions, in 1958, 1,829 ar- 
rests with 1,613 convictions, and in 
1959, 1,226 arrests with 1,192 convic- 
tions. 

If one does not plead guilty but asks 
for a trial, he faces a substantial delay 
during which he must remain in jail, 
since he is usually unable to post bond. 
He may thus spend more time in jail 
awaiting trial than he would have spent 
had he pleaded guilty. These circum- 
stances combine to induce most to 
plead guilty, regardless of the facts. 

As I reflected upon this crusade and 
talked to local people in Tucson about 
the problem, I became disturbed. Well- 
to-do people are welcomed with open 
_ arms to that fine community. But is 
not-a destitute person entitled to look 
for work in a sunshine state? 


What happens in Tucson and else- 
where is illustrated by a recent case. 
The defendant was picked up by of- 
ficers after midnight while walking the 
city streets. He was not drunk or dis- 
orderly. He had no criminal record. “I 


*These excerpts are from a lecture delivered 
by Mr. Justice Douglas at the University of 
New Mexico Law School, Albuquerque, N. M. 
and are published here with his permission. 
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thought this was free America,” the 
man told the judge. “You are trying 
to make a criminal out of me and I’m 
not.” He was a casual worker, without 
a regular residence. That was his crime. 
Sentence was suspended for a week 
to enable him to get a residence and a 
job. “If you don’t, I have a place of 
residence for you for 6 months,” said 
the judge. 
os 


How is the vagrancy statute used in 
relation to other crimes? It is common, 
I believe, in some cities to make regular 
roundups of prostitutes, charge them 
with vagrancy, impose modest fines, 


‘and discharge them. Then the va- 


grancy charge is substituted for pros- 
titution and perhaps even ameliorates 
the punishment. But is the vagrancy 
statute sometimes used as a cloak or 
cover for arresting and convicting peo- 
ple for some other crime that cannot 
be proved or for conduct that is not a 
crime? 

On a journey to Afghanistan, I 
learned of a political leader who had 
campaigned too vigorously against the 
church and was prosecuted for sacri- 
lege. Though acquitted of that charge, 
he was convicted of vagrancy and dis- 
orderly conduct. We in the United 
States have known of convictions for 
lesser crimes when the true offense 
was a major one which the prosecu- 
tion had difficulty in establishing. We 
have also seen that vagrancy statutes 
are sometimes used to justify arrests 
which otherwise would not be lawful. 
One notorious incident of the kind oc- 
curred in California in 1935 where 
waterfront strikers were convicted of 
vagrancy during a period when there 
was a police drive against “radicals.” 
The Court of Appeals reversed the 
judgment because it was convinced that 
the convictions were based not on va- 
grancy, but on communism at a time 
when the Communist Party was on the 
ballot and wholly lawful in California. 


ow 
The volume of vagrancy cases in the 


courts each year is large. The F. B. I. 
Uniform Crime Reports for 1958 on a 
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national basis show 88,351 arrests for 
vagrancy out of a total number of ar- 
rests of 2,340,004. The figure for 1957 
was 69,520 arrests for vagrancy out of 
a total of 2,068,677 arrests. The figure 
for 1956 was 75,478 arrests for va- 
grancy out of a total of 2,070,794 
arrests. 

The speed with which some of these 
cases are handled is startling. Profes- 
sor Foote relates that between 50 and 
60 defendants were processed by one 
judge in 15 minutes, and one court 
handled 1,600 cases a month. The de- 
fendant was commonly not informed of 
the charge until he was “tried.” No 
pretense of proving the crime charged 
was made. And usually these defend- 
ants were without the aid of counsel. 

Moreover, a good look at the way 
our magistrates’ courts operate may 
give vagrancy cases a new dimension 
in our thinking. The Court held in 
Tumey v. Ohio, 273 U. S. 510, that a 
criminal trial in a state court violates 
due process when the judge is paid for 
his service or can recover his costs only 
when he convicts the defendant. Some 
magistrates’ courts still thrive on that 
practice. A justice of the peace who 
finds a defendant guilty gets $5; a 
justice of the peace who finds a defend- 
ant innocent gets nothing. This is not 
a problem peculiar to vagrancy. But 
whether it is brigaded with vagrancy 
or traffic cases, it is a blot on the ad- 
ministration of justice. 


ows 


Idleness and destitution in the mod- 
ern setting have haunting aspects of 
welfare and of the right to work—both 
of which lack criminal elements as we 
know them. These three elements, now 
inseparably combined, should be seg- 
regated. The welfare element should be 
integrated with our vast welfare pro- 
grams. The right to work should be 
part of our employment procedures. 
Criminal activity should be treated for 
what it is. Can we as a people be 
proud to say that a destitute person 
looking for a job—in a sunshine state 
or elsewhere—is a criminal? How can 
we hold our heads high and still con- 
fuse with crime the need for welfare or 
the need for work? 


os 


To what extent are vagrancy laws 
used to control suspicious persons and 
to permit arrests not otherwise legal? 

The F. B. I. Uniform Crime Reports, 
already mentioned, show that arrest on 
suspicion is common in this country. 
Those arrested in 1956 on suspicion 
and released without prosecution ran at 
the rate of 280.4 people per 100,000 
inhabitants; and the total of persons 
arrested either for a specific offense or 
for suspicion alone, and released with- 
out being held for prosecution, was at 
the rate of 666.7 per 100,000 inhabitants. 
And the figure for arrests on suspicion 
in 1958 was 96,740. 

There is no crime known as “sus- 
picion.” Nor is there any federal crime 
known as “holding for investigation.” 
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Yet it is common in the District of 
Columbia to make arrests for the latter 
purpose. There were 7,367 persons so 
arrested in 1958, all of whom were later 
released. 


A recent report of the Illinois Divi- 
sion of the American Civil Liberties 
Union states “Almost daily the Chicago 
newspapers report police investigations 
in which suspects are taken into cus- 
tody for questioning.” 


ows 


One purpose of arrests on suspicion 
is obvious. It is to hold men incom- 
municado with the hope of getting con- 
fessions from them. Yet this practice 
violates the requirements of federal 
law, and of the law in most States, 
that any person arrested be promptly 
arraigned so that he can have the ad- 
vice of counsel and be released upon 
bail. 


Arrests for suspicion are not coun- 
tenanced by the Bill of Rights. The 
Fourth Amendment allows arrests—as 
well as searches—only for “probable 
cause.” Police must make out part of 
their case at least before the citizen is 
arrested. We do not permit the prac- 
tice engaged in in some other lands of 
allowing arrests on suspicion or at the 
caprice of the police so that long inter- 
rogation can follow with the hope it 
will make out the necessary case that 
justifies the arrest. Under our system 
the arrest is warranted not by what the 
police discover afterwards but by what 
they knew at the time. Not many of 
the provisions of the Bill of Rights (I 
am sorry to say) have been held to be 
incorporated in the standard of due 
process which the Fourteenth Amend- 
ment demands of the States. Yet the 
Fourth Amendment is one of the select 
few. The result is that arrests on “sus- 
picion” are unconstitutional at the local 
as well as at the federal level. 


The persons arrested on “suspicion” 
are not the sons of bankers, industrial- 
ists, lawyers, or other professional peo- 
ple. They, like the people accused of 
vagrancy, ceme from other strata of 
society or from minority groups who 
are not sufficiently vocal to protect 
themselves and who do not have the 
prestige to prevent an easy laying-on 
of hands by the police. 


ns 


The bar has had increasing respon- 
sibilities thrust on it since World War 
II. We experienced in that decade and 
a half a rash of measures designed to 
increase our security in a troubled 
world. Investigations led the way; 
loyalty procedures for federal employ- 
ees were adopted; the investigation of 
the attitudes and beliefs of men was 
extended to employees working for 
firms doing business with the federal 
government; state loyalty programs 
were adopted. Thousands upon thou- 


sands went through “the security 
wash.” 





THE 


BRIGHTER SIDE 


wy) fits CTs 


> FOR the U. S. Supreme Court for 
reversing fines imposed upon Sam 
Thompson by a Police Court in Louis- 
ville, Ky., on charges of loitering and 
disorderly conduct, the traditional legal 
sanctuary for legalized persecution, ap- 
parently because the defendant had the 
“audacity”, on earlier occasions, to de- 
fend himself and assert his constitution- 
al rights. 


> FOR the drug and variety stores in 
San Antonio, Texas, for desegregating 
their lunch counters. 


® FOR Governor Leroy Collins for 
stating it is “unfair and morally wrong” 
not to allow Negroes to patronize a sin- 
gle department of a store in which they 
otherwise are invited to trade. 


> FOR New Jersey Governor Robert 
B. Meyner for speaking up in favor of 
mainland China’s admission to the 
United Nations. 


> FOR Secretary of Labor Michell’s 
efforts to help out the ill-paid and neg- 
lected migratory farm workers. 


> FOR Rep. F. Edward Hebert’s fight 
for legislation which would curb influ- 
ence peddling by retired military officers. 


> FOR the eight Negro lunch-counter 
demonstrators in Tallahassee, Fla., who 
chose to spend 60 days in jail rather 
than to pay fines. 


Some bar groups did good work in 


offering their services to these suspects. 
Yet, by and large, we sat by and 
watched the parade of branded people 
march to oblivion. It is not to our 
credit that we did this. We salved our 
consciences by saying that no one has 
the right to work for the government, 
and from that premise found power in 
government to put the scarlet letter “S” 
on the foreheads of thousands of our 
people. 


This, we hope, is a transitory, not a 
recurring problem. The arrests for va- 
grancy and the arrests for suspicion 
promise to be more enduring. They, 
like the poor whose problems gave rise 
te these remedies, are likely to be with 
us for a long time. 

I hope that bar groups across the 
country concern themselves with these 
local problems and try to discover how 
our system can be designed to dispense 
justice to vagabonds as well as to cor- 
porate clients. 
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> FOR the National Council of the 
Episcopalian Church for backing the 
student sit-in movement in the South. 


> FOR Local 1831 of the Painters, 
Decorators and Paperhangers (AFL- 
CIO), Washington, D. C., for inviting 
Negroes to become members. 


> FOR the undergraduate student 
council of the Catholic University in 
Washington, D. C., for supporting non- 
violent student protests against segrega- 
tion. 


> FOR Senator Paul H. Douglas’s pro- 
motion of legislation to compel written 
announcements of true annual and total 
finance charges on all consumer credit 
transactions. 


> FOR Mrs. Robert W. Claiborne of 
Richmond, Va., daughter of the woman 
who deeded the Petersburg public li- 
brary, for appealing to the mayor of 
Petersburg to desegregate the facility 
donored by her mother. 


> FOR Dr. Guerdon David Nichols, 
Dean of the College of Arts and Sciences 
of the University of Arkansas, recipient 
of an Award for Academic Freedom 
from the American Association of Uni- 
versity Professors, for his courageous 
fight against the Arkansas requirement 
that every teacher employed by the state 
disclose his organization affiliations. 


It is important for a nation with 
moral authority in a troubled world to 
reduce its “consumers of injustice” to 
a minimum. The measure of the health 
of our legal system is the justice dis- 
pensed at all levels. Better that we be 
rid of the ancient poor laws that op- 
press our people, better that we outlaw 
arrests on “suspicion” and without 
“probable cause,” better that we have 
judges who hold no monetary stake in 
the outcome of a trial than that we 
reach the moon. Conquering of space 
has glamour and glitter; and it will be 
tremendously important in future cen- 
turies. But we live on earth; and here 
we will remain—at least, most of us. 
Vagrancy and arrest on suspicion are 
not distant, remote, speculative; they 
are just around the corner in many of 
our communities. It is what takes place 
in this block and in this neighborhood 
that gives the true reading on the 
health of our democratic way of life 
and on the actual vigor of our Bill of 
Rights. 
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THE UNASKED QUESTION 





THE WELL INFORMED MISINFORMERS 


Sputnik awakened the American public 
to the reality of Soviet progress in science, 
technology, education and other fields, 
making us realize how distorted our pic- 
ture of the Soviet Union and its people 
used to be. Some of those distortions have 
since been corrected; it is no longer con- 
sidered semi-treasonous to give qualified 
praise to one aspect or another of life under 
the Soviets. Even Billy Graham can now 
afford to compliment the Soviet people 
without endangering his popularity or be- 
ing dragged before some congressional 
vigilante committee. 

As great as the transformation of the 
American public’s image of Soviet life and 
people was, and notwithstanding the super- 
ficial soul-searching it caused, practically 
no attempts have been made to affix re- 
sponsibility for the distorted picture that 
prevailed until Sputnik. The most obvious 
question should have been who created 
and sustained the ficticious picture and 
why. Yet, this question was hardly asked, 
and why it was not asked is another im- 
portant question. 


CHANNELS OF INFORMATION 


Before Sputnik, the average American 
used to think of the Russian people as 
uncivilized, uncultivated, primitive and 
wild. Our public itself did not create this 
distorted picture: neither did they visit the 
Soviet Union, nor were they accessible to 
Soviet means of communication. The aver- 
age American neither reads foreign period- 
icals nor listens to foreign radio broadcasts. 
Rather, a picture was conveyed to him by 
those who were in a position to report on 
the Soviets—the American diplomats and 
reporters who served as his eyes and ears 
in the Soviet Union. 

Our news gathering services are ex- 
tremely centralized: a dispatch by one 
news syndicate is carried in thousands of 
American newspapers; a broadcast over 
our radio or television reaches people from 
coast to coast. Necessarily, whatever image 
of the Soviet Union we received was dis- 
seminated through narrow and easily iden- 
tifiable channels. Urider the circumstances 
our diplomats and reporters may claim all 
due credit but also must accept all blame 
for whatever was right and whatever was 
wrong in the American public’s image of 
the Soviet Union. 

Since the service they had been per- 
forming for many years prior to Sputnik 
proved so extremely inaccurate, the ques- 
tion arises whether their distorted reporting 
was due to an intentional misleading of the 
American public or merely to their own 
mistaken perception of Soviet life. 


MISTAKE OR INTENTION? 


The consistency of the totally negative 
picture given to the American public elim- 
inates all possibility of an unintentionally 
incorrect perception of our diplomats and 


reporters. They were acquainted with life 
in the Soviet Union, they had watched it 
for prolonged periods of time after having 
amply qualified themselves to fulfill just 
such ah assignment. Was it possible for 
an American reporter, who even before go- 
ing. to the Soviet Union must have been 
an expert on Soviet problems—else he 
would not get the assignment, daily to 
see thousands of Russians in streets, offices 
and factories and still to conceive of them 
as backward, primitive, uncivilized? Yet, 
this is the picture he kept supplying to his 
newspaper with unfailing consistency. 

Obviously, there can be no question as 
to intent: the Soviet picture was slanted 
in full awareness and in total defiance of 
honest reporting, with the obvious purpose 
of prejudicing the American public against 
everything connected with Communism or 
the Soviet Union. The reporters turned 
their back on their professional ethics as 
well as on the very intrinsic nature of their 
profession and instead conceived of them- 
selves as political propagandists. The fre- 
quent cases of American reporters being 
ousted from the Soviet Union for distorted 
reporting were not always the result of 
totalitarian whims and on numerous occa- 
sions expressed a merited Soviet intoler- 
ance. 


THE WELL INFORMED 


While the public was being misled by 
press and radio, one may safely assume 





that our diplomats in Soviet Russia kept 
providing the Government not with propa- 
ganda but with as objective and authentic 
a picture as they and their staff were 
capable of obtaining. Of course, it will be 
many years before diplomatic messages and 
reports cf our era will be available to the 
general public as historic documents, and 
this won’t happen as long as the issues 
they deal with remain relevant. 

But indirectly, diplomats also report to 
the people. For our President, members 
of his Cabinet, members of Congress and 
the military brass the primary source of 
information on any foreign country is the 
American embassy in that country. This 
applies to the Soviet Union even more 
exclusively than to other countries with 
whom our relations and communication 
may be more diversified. When, therefore, 
a member of the Cabinet or the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee, who has 
access to information obtained through our 
embassies, addresses a public meeting and 
talks about the Soviet Union, he certainly 
knows the true situation. It would be 
ridiculous for a congressman to plead ig- 
norance, in a public meeting, of affairs on 
which he was briefed by State Department 
officials that very morning. And indeed, he 
did not plead ignorance: on the contrary, 
fully invoking the authoritative sources of 
his information, he proceeded with a depic- 
tion of Soviet life and people that was ulti- 


(Continued on page 16) 





“Oh, it’s awful over there! Nothing but a pack of vicious savages that 
wanna take away your new car!” 
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WORLD AND NATION 

















Between Citizenship 


And Party Membership 


A peculiarly reversed analogy can be 
drawn between the obligations of citi- 
zenship and party membership in the 
United States as opposed to other coun- 
tries. Universally, the citizen’s obliga- 
tions are general, the party member’s 
particular; in America, however, the 
concepts are reversed: citizenship im- 
poses particular obligations, party mem- 
bership only general ones. 

The obligations we are here referring 
to are not legal requirements but emerge 
from popular notions and concepts. 

While imposing certain legal obliga- 
tions on its holder and granting him 
certain rights, citizenship in most coun- 
tries is largely regarded as a formal rela- 
tionship between the individual and the 
state that merely reflects a geographic 
coincidence. A man is a citizen of a 
country because he was born and lives 
there. This relationship is not a matter 
of voluntary choice and intelligent pref- 
erence. There is a widespread apprecia- 
tion of the elementary fact that the 
citizen cannot claim any credit for 
choosing his birthplace, and the coin- 
cidence is denied spiritual significance. 

This general concept of citizenship 
determines the status of the naturalized 
as well as the native-born citizen. Natu- 
ralization is construed largely as a sheer 
formality, the passport being a practical, 
necessary document more than a lay 
bible. 

In direct contrast to this rather super- 
ficial concept of citizenship is a sense of 
national oneness shared by most of the 
citizens. Although they take pride in 
their cultural heritage as a nation, the 
cultural and spiritual contents of nation- 
hood are not necessarily identified with 
the technicality of citizenship. 

The reason for this discrepancy may 
well lie in the existence of national mi- 
norities within practically every Euro- 
pean state. Culturally, and often even 
with respect to political loyalty, a man 
may be a German while still living in 
France as a citizen of that country; or he 
may be a British citizen, yet culturally 
and emotionally consider himself a Pole. 
Except in times of actual war between 
the two countries when the man’s loyalty 
is divided from his citizenship, no one 
is concerned with a possible incompat- 
ibility of the dual relationship. Cul- 
turally, every European nation feels 


*For a more detailed analysis of party- 
member relationship in America see OUR 
TWO-PARTY STSTEM AND DEMOC- 
RACY in the January, 1960 issue of THz 
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sufficiently secure and identified not to 
display exaggerated sensitivity in this 
respect. 

That this lack of nationalistic pedan- 
try has prevailed is the more surprising 
since many cultural minorities in Europe 
have on occasion been used as the pawns 
of international intrigue by the countries 
they looked upon as their homelands 
even though they were not their citizens. 
The German minority in Czechoslovakia 
provides a historically significant case in 
point. 

Such a concept of citizenship is 
strange and foreign to the American 
mind even though America, protected 
by two oceans, has historically had less 
reason than the nations of Europe to 
fear internal disloyalty. American citi- 
zenship is by no means a sheer formality 
or technicality. Not only is it expected 
to reflect a man’s cultural attachment 
and political loyalty but also his ideo- 
logical inclination. One could draw up 
an almost exact list of views and convic- 
tions “becoming” to an American citizen 
and also an equally exact list of views 
an American citizen is expected not to 
hold. 

Unquestionably, this demanding con- 
cept of American citizenship is partly 
due to a feeling of cultural insecurity. 
The national culture of a relatively 
young nation is deprived of rich tradi- 


tion, inviting overzealous protestations 
and protectiveness. But there are also 
political factors involved in such a par- 
ticularistic interpretation of citizenship: 
it is used to precondition the political 
allegiances and taboos of the population. 

Both concepts of citizenship resulted 
in rather unexpected consequences. 
While the European concept would 
seem to perpetuate a possible division 
between an individual’s citizenship and 
his identification with a national cul- 
ture, the liberty it accords to members 
of the minority is quite conducive to 
eventual assimilation. The not infre- 
quent political betrayal by European 
national minorities is hardly surprising 
when one remembers that their spiritual 
fatherlands were usually geographic 


neighbors of the betrayed countries and 
occurred in territories whose ownership 
was disputed by the two nations. More 
important, however, is the fact that, 
while such betrayals are recorded by po- 
litical history, the simultaneous assimila- 
tion of vast segments of minority groups 
was quietly but effectively taking place. 
The American particularistic concept 
of citizenship narrows down the very 
contents of American nationhood. One 
may hold any variety of views, opinions 
and ideologies and still be French, Ger- 
man or British. Should he become dis- 
appointed in his convictions and ac- 
quire new ones, he may have to change 
his party orientation but neither his citi- 
zenship nor his inherent status as a 
member of the nation will undergo any 
crisis. In marked contrast, the American 
citizen must adhere to a specific set of 
views lest his basic loyalty be called into 
question, not only by society but by the 
individual himself. Both share the feel- 
ing that he failed to meet minimum na- 
tional standards. The choice is not be- 
tween one ideology and another within 
one and the same national framework, 
but rather between his remaining within 
the American nation and leaving it. 
That “leaving it” will not necessarily in- 
volve actual emigration may well be due 
to practical difficulties; but the sense of 
identification is broken nonetheless. 





A similar contrast may be observed in 
the concept of American versus Euro- 
pean party membership. The European 
concept is particularistic while the 
American concept is general. While 
party membership in other countries not 
only involves adherence to a specific, 
narrowly defined set of views but also 
active participation, no such conditions 
attach to American party membership. 
An American political party does not 
concern itself with the reasons and mo- 
tivations of the member’s choice.* 

One cannot escape the conclusion 
that the proponents of the status quo in 
America were very successful in impos- 
ing their own particularistic views on 
= standards of citizenship and nation- 

ood. 
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Toward a More Positive 












Peace Program 







By BYRON JOHNSON 











Consider the paradox of peace. For many years it has been popular 
to say: To have peace, prepare for war. Certainly in the last decade 
we have prepared for war as never before. As a result, we now live 
in awe and fear of weapons of fantastically destructive power. Our 
national survival—all human survival—is at stake. The United States 
will spend some $45 billion this year “to provide for the common de- 
fense.” Assuming the world population includes about 2.5 billion 


persons, we will spend $18 for every 
man, woman, and child on the face of 
the globe in preparing for man’s de- 
struction by weapons more powerful 
and swift than any ever developed be- 
fore. The rest of the world is spending 
a similar amount. We now have in our 
arsenal weapons which, if used, would 
prevent most of us from having any 
posterity who might enjoy the bless- 
ings of that liberty which our govern- 
ment exists to provide. 

We are building these instruments of 
terror out of fear of Communism. There 
are those who fear that the Communists 
would conquer the world if it were not 
for our military might. The tragic 
truth is that the Communists have con- 
quered a significant portion of the 
world since World War II, notwith- 
standing our military might. For Com- 
munism is a kind of new “religion” 
with a fanatic zeal. Its conquests have 
come largely from within each nation. 
Our weapons of terror and massive re- 
taliation have been powerless to con- 
tain it. Indeed, our dogged reliance on 
these weapons as a policy of contain- 
ment may have contributed to Com- 
munist success. 


As the meaning of “common defense” 
has changed, the time has come to re- 
examine the paradox. Does our power, 
through armaments, achieve our peace- 
ful purpose? The final effectiveness of 
power is measured by its ability to ac- 
complish the purpose sought. 

Our stated national purposes are 
clear and laudable. We want freedom 
and strength at home; we want to pre- 
serve and extend freedom and democ- 
racy abroad. We seek to strengthen 
the so-called free or uncommitted na- 
tions in order to contain Communism. 
We seek to build a stronger interna- 
tional community through international 
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organization. Some speak of extending 
the rule of world law. I submit that 
our tools of violent power are unable 
to achieve these purposes. 

Nor have we been saved through 
“pactomania.” The United States now 
has eight security treaties in force, in- 


‘cluding ANZUS, SEATO, NATO, and 


the Rio Pact. We encouraged but did 
not join the Bagdad Pact. We have 
bilateral treaties with Nationalist 
China, Japan, South Korea, and the 
Philippines. These have not stopped 
the Communist advance. Our military 
support has often increased graft and 
corruption abroad; it has invited and 
supported dictatorships. Some of our 
bilateral agreements have in fact em- 
barrassed and led to the downfall of 
those friendly administrations that 
have become partners in them. Our 
obsession with armaments has crippled 
the remainder of our own budget. We 
have trimmed essential programs at 
home; we have been timid about con- 
structive programs overseas. Our 
power has been so badly used as to 
retard, if not destroy, our purposes. We 
do not feel secure. 

Yet no one can deny that the ordi- 
nary American, like the common citizen 
of every land, sincerely seeks peace. 
How shall he find it? 

There is mounting evidence that the 
Communist offensive now is one of eco- 
nomic aid .and penetration. Yet our 
own budget for economic aid, technical 
assistance, refugee programs, educa- 
tional exchange, atoms for peace, dona- 
tions of agricultural surpluses, and the 
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Development Loan Fund, is little more 
than $1.4 billion. While this averages 
$8 for each American citizen, it is only 
50 cents for every man, womar., and 
child on earth. 

As a nation we do not lack good 
counsel. The Pittsburgh Conference of 
the National Council of Churches 
stated in 1956: “As we look beyond 
the borders of our own country we find 
a world where millions of people are 
hungry or ill fed. No people can call 
itself Christian, if, possessing the means 
of abundance, it fails to exert every 
effort within its power to relieve want 
wherever it exists. No people can live 
in isolated plenty in the midst of a 
needy world and expect to avoid the 
withering of its Christian spirit. As 
stewards of abundance, owing all to 
God, we must with simple justice and 
brotherhood share with those in need.” 

The Council said we “must choose to 
wage peace and to do all in our power 
to prevent war... National armament 
can never bring any permanent peace. 
It can do no more than buy time in 
which to wage peace.. .” 


ows 


Adlai Stevenson has suggested that 
we must “confront as constructively as 
we can the vast revolution sweeping 
our planet.” He notes that a portion 
of the human race in pre-industrial 
economies has little means of expand- 
ing to meet the rising flood of popula- 
tion; and time to modernize, he says, 
is as much a condition of survival as is 
avoiding war. 

With growing populations the poor 
get poorer. Stevenson suggests “we 
must address ourselves to this problem 
with the same urgency as our national 
defense ... A sustained long-term effort 
to draw the underdeveloped peoples 
through the portals of modernization 
to give them an alternative to the Com- 
munist method of forced development 
must be the central objective in any 
Western policy toward the uncommit- 
ted third of the world.” 

George Kennan has offered sober 
counsel that “our policies must take in- 
to account the interests of the people 
under Communist rule as well as those 
of their governments . . . not even the 
greatest conviction of righteousness in 
our purposes absolves us from the ob- 
ligation of a decency in method. If we 
allow ourselves to copy our adversary’s 
methods as a means of combating him 
we may have lost the battle before we 
start. For this is, after all, what is 
most essentially at stake.” 


ows 


These and many other voices in re- 
cent months call for a reexamination 
of our policies. Clearly we need an 
affirmative peace program. The nega- 
tive program will not do. The time 
we are buying is running out, as Gen- 
eral Omar Bradley has warned, “with 
the speed of a Sputnik.” Recognition 
of this fact may account for the thaw 
now taking place in both East and 
West. 














i 
i 














ce = 


eh 


wrdonezo 


—h ee oA Se meee Anwar fr 7.0, 0 = 


ee ee ee le ee eet eee el 





Peake NS OO OD 


mm OD bebe 


Saonoanm des DT 


B= 
n 


y- 
1- 
in 


d 











In its place we need a positive peace 
program. This must rest on four foun- 
dations: 

ONE. Its legal foundation must be 
sound. It must build toward a rule of 
world law through an expanded or 
otherwise revised United Nations 
framework. Organizing for world law 
would not be a denial of our sovereign- 
ty, but an exercise of it. As sovereign 
citizens, we can exercise our sovereign- 
ty over interstate affairs only by oper- 
ating our federal government. By the 
same logic, the only way we can make 
effective our sovereign will to create 
a peaceful pattern of international rela- 
tions is to pool with the human race 
that part of our sovereignty involving 
world affairs. Until that can be accom- 
plished, we must continue to operate 
through the United Nations as it is 
now—a league of states—each of which 
asserts sovereign power over interna- 
tional affairs. 

We must recognize that the world 
family cannot banish its prodigal sons 
forever from the household. Member- 
ship in the United Nations must be 
truly universal. Every nation should 
be welcomed, even the dictatorships 
and Communist states. There are dif- 
ficulties in this course of action, but 
there are greater difficulties in refusing 
to accept it. 

It is common for American spokes- 
men to speak of our need to strengthen 
the United Nations. Yet in our haste, 
as well as in our anti-Communism, we 
frequently pursue a series of bilateral 
or other arrangements outside the 
United Nations. We would create a 
stronger position for ourselves if we 
would urge United Nations considera- 
tion of threats to the peace early, not 
after foreign ministers’ conferences 
have become evident failures. By 
strengthening the United Nations, we 
draw each nation more closely into the 
family of nations. Great as are the 
difficulties and risks of working 
through the United Nations, even 
greater are the rewards. The success of 
our own United States is a witness to 
an earlier triumph of hope and faith 
over fear and doubt. 

Many United Nations activities op- 
erate now without full participation by 
Communist nations, but the door re- 
mains open. The prodigal may return 
when he chooses to do so. If our ulti- 
mate object is truly world peace, how 
much better this is than to create an 
exclusive club or fraternity outside the 
United Nations. 

It will be said that such a course is 
too risky, or too expensive. I submit 
that nuclear war between the major 
powers would be an infinitely greater 
risk and can be indulged in only at 
infinitely greater cost. The time to act 
was yesterday. Creative opportunities 
have already been missed many times 
in recent years. How much longer 
constructive options will remain avail- 
able can only be conjectured. The saf- 
est and most prudent time to move 
forward in a constructive program for 


peace is right now—today. Tomorrow 
may be too late. 

Our common defense can be insured 
only by waging peace, because there 
will be no military victories in this nu- 
clear age. Therefore, our investment in 
developing a peaceful world through 
law expresses, in fact, our first concern 
for the common defense. 

TWO. The psychological foundation 
of a positive peace program must be 
sound. We must build our policy on 
faith rather than on fear. We must co- 
operate with other nations to help them 
achieve their best interests, because 
this will also be our own best long-run 
interest. If we help others for purely 
short-run selfish reasons, our purposes 
will be defeated. The difficulties that 
will exist along this course must be 
met with patience and calmness. If we 
would be true to our own heritage, then 
we must give evidence of our confi- 
dence that among peoples as among 
persons, a generous and self-giving love 
will conquer hatred; that unselfish 
friendship will conquer enmity. Only 
as we develop maturity of understand- 
ing, under wise leadership, can we 
hold steadily to such a course of action, 
confident that it is right, and will win 
in the end. 

No one familiar with Communism 
or Communists is entitled naively to 
believe that peace in our generation 
means total absence of tension between 
the Communist and non-Communist 
worlds. In our generation we can only 
hope that the balance of terror will 
cause both contestants to prefer co- 
existence to co-extinction. 

We must seek to compete within a 
framework of law and of order. Hope- 
fully, that competition will one day be 
no more violent than today’s competi- 
tion between Republicans and Demo- 
crats, or perhaps between Catholics 
and Protestants. The consequences to 
the human race of the alternative 
choices are so devastatingly final that 
we must come to a civilized accord— 
even though it be no more than an 
agreement to disagree. We must con- 
tend for loyalties in a manner which 
preserves our capacity to go on con- 
tending. 

os 


The history of the human race did 
not begin with capitalism, nor will it 
end with Communism. We must de- 
velop a sense of history and an his- 
torical perspective adequate to the 
challenges of these times. The church 
of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob has been 
with us twice as long as the Church of 
Christ. And the Church of Christ has 
been with us 1,900 years, through every 
kind of political, economic, and social 
system. Knowledge and appreciation of 
this history are healthy antidotes to the 
temptation to equate virtue, morality, 
progress, truth, and beauty with Twen- 
tieth Century American capitalism. The 
short view is a snare, tempting us to 
surrender life, or destroy the race, for 
what are, in historic terms, only tran- 
sient institutions. 
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The continued existence of mankind 
on earth is a value far greater than a 
transient devotion of a given genera- 
tion or nation to its own political or 
economic system. Institutions, like 
law, are made for man, not man for the 
law. We must never hold any institu- 
tion or system on a scale higher than 
human life itself. We have properly 
criticized fascists and communists alike 
for this very error. It would be supreme 
tragedy if we should now embrace the 
view that the genocide of nuclear war 
was preferable to having part of the 
race living under institutions we do 
not fully understand or accept. The 
long view of history assures us that 
others will change their institutions 
even as we have changed our own. A 
constructive and peaceful foreign policy 
must maintain the long view of history. 

THREE. The economic foundations 
of peace must be sound. The United 
States should offer to join the other 
nations of the world in an all-out as- 
sault on man’s ancient enemies—hun- 
ger, misery, illiteracy, disease, and pov- 
erty. A small portion of what we now 
spend annually through out military 
budget would be sufficient as our con- 
tribution to that end. This generation 
has it within its power to attack these 
enemies successfully. The accomplish- 
ments of the World Health Organiza- 
tion, in wiping out typhus in large 
areas, illustrate how a small amount 
can go a long way. 

Extension of those constructive pro- 
grams already in operation would be 
sufficient, but they must be made ade- 
quate in amount, continuing in time, 
and multilateral in operation. A few 
hundred million dollars a year is not 
enough. We must offer to underwrite 
our portion of this program over an 
extended period of years. We must be 
willing to cooperate with all nations 
who will join the attack. The sugges- 
tion by Representative Leonard G. 
Wolf, lowa Democrat, that our surplus 
food be shared in a Food for Peace 
plan underwritten for ten years and 
operated under the United Nations, is 
the right approach. The proposal to 
put the Development Loan Fund on a 
five-year basis is also the sort of tan- 
gible demonstration that would transfer 
our fine words into constructive deeds. 

Our own commercial trade policies 
for imports and exports should adhere 
to a pattern which expands freedom 
for both producers and consumers to 
trade profitably across national bound- 
aries. It is hardly likely that this Ad- 
ministration will in its closing days set 
forth such imaginative and constructive 
goals. The President, in his seventh 
(1959) State of the Union message, 
proposed a national commission to set 
forth our national goals. How much 
better had he forthrightly announced 
as our goal worldwide cooperation in 
abolishing poverty in this generation. 
The United States cannot do this alone, 
but it could make a significant contri- 
bution and set a compelling example. 


(Continued on next page) 
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THE HANGING PARTY 
PSYCHOLOGY 


The case of Caryl Chessman seems to 
indicate that sometimes the best service you 
can perform for a person doomed to die 
is not to ask clemency for him. 

At this writing Chessman’s fate still 
hangs in the balance. But whatever it will 
be, certain facets of the case provide an 
insight into what we call the psychology of 
the hanging party. History records times 
when the gallows competed successfully 
with cultural performances: some people 
are attracted by the sight of flames, others 
by the smell of blood. The biggest dis- 
appointment one can cause them is to have 
the flames put out or leave the gallows 
unused. There they stand, the spectators, 
full of anticipation and wanting nothing 
more than the show to go on. 

Minds so perverted defend their morbid 
desire by not being ready to reconsider 
the guilt of the doomed or by closing their 
hearts to mercy; they resent anyone who 
might intrude to “spoil the fun” at the 
last minute. If you venture to utter a word 
of protest against the fate of an Alger Hiss, 
the Rosenbergs or a Caryl Chessman, they 
cannot imagine that you may be motivated 





by a sense of humanity or justice. Rather 
they identify you with the guilt they 
ascribe to the doomed. 

When such stubborness of “let’s go ahead 
with the hanging!” develops, all appeals 
for caution, retrial or mercy only add to 
the determination to defend the “party” 
no matter what. Human lives and dignity 
are forgotten in anticipation of a spectacle 
having all the attraction of a wrestling or 
a boxing match. 

There are no political or national bound- 
aries to human mercy, and the resentment 
with which a segment of our public re- 
ceived Uruguay’s humane appeal to spare 
Chessman betrayed the disappointment of 
the spectators of a called-off circus per- 
formance. 


Such people are ready to turn their full 
wrath against those responsible for stop- 
ping the spectacle. Whoever the “kill 
joys” are, Uruguay or the Vatican press, 
the Pope as in the case of the Rosenbergs, 
or judicially inspired individuals as in the 
case of Alger Hiss, they only seem to re- 
inforce the executioner’s determination. 

How sad that even when the issues per- 
tain to human mercy, many of us do not 
display more generosity and caution! 


THE WAY WE SEE IT 


“BEST” WISHES TO SOUTH AFRICA 


Our blessings for the racist Union of 
South Africa are almost limitless. May the 
masters of apartheid prosper and expand. 
May their industry develop and _ their 
wealth accumulate. We pray that the seg- 
regationists’ Nazi-like Union proceed from 
strength to strength—doubling, tripling, 
quadrupling its output of gold, coal, iron, 
copper and electric power. Let South 
Africa conquer the markets of the world, 
its political influence spread far beyond its 
national boundaries and its diplomatic 
weight rise to the point of gaining a veto 
power in international affairs. 

We want Verwoerd’s Government to 
reap all these successes so as finally to 
become a cinder in the eye of the powerful 
Western democracies. It seems that only 
then would their conscience awaken to the 
flagrant crimes perpetrated against the 
colored population of the Union of South 
Africa. As long as the South-African rac- 
ists offer no competition to the marketing 
ability of the “Free” World we remain 
apathetic. No matter how much they 
abuse human dignity our sense of justice 
will lie asleep unless they also challenge 
our political and economic superiority. 
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Toward A More Positive Peace -- + (Continued from preceding page) 


Suppose that our reliance on terror 
were replaced by a growing reliance on 
world law; and suppose that the self- 
interest of each nation were being ex- 
pressed through all joining hands in an 
increasingly interdependent world? 
Under such circumstances we might 
reduce our military budget until it was 
no more than we would be spending 
constructively to advance human wel- 


fare around the world. Whatever the 
reduction, whether $10 billion or $30 


billion, as it might become, I suggest it 
be divided three ways—the first portion 


to underwrite a world-wide assault on 


poverty, with emphasis on the uncom- 
mitted nations. We may be sure that, 


if we do not launch this attack, it will 


be launched within the next decade by 


the Soviet Union and the Communist 
bloc. In that event, we will have missed 


our last chance in this century to influ- 
ence world history constructively. 

Another portion of the saving should 
be applied to the unfinished business at 
home—adequate schools and colleges, 
adequate transportation systems, ade- 
quate correctional, charitable, and 
health institutions, adequate park and 


recreational facilities. We should pro- 


vide our own with more of the blessings 
our technology makes possible. 
The remaining portion should be 


used for debt reduction and tax reform. 
By reducing taxes, we would return to 
the people a greater measure of sov- 


ereignty over their own consumption 


patterns. 


Our present policy of military assist- 
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‘ance weakens a poor nation’s economy. 
The cost of maintaining men and ma- 
teriel of modern war diverts precious 
resources in poor countries to wasteful 
purposes. These resources might better 
be employed in building the educational 
plant, the highways and harbors, the 
water works and power plants, vitally 
needed in many such countries. Even 
worse, military assistance tends to pro- 
mote to power those who possess the 
means of violence. Thus, in the name 
of anti-Communism, we appear to 
prove basic Marxist allegations that 
the capitalist state is the sole possessor 
of the instruments of violence for op- 
pressing the masses. Our bolstering of 
colonialism and our support of corrupt 
candidates in the name of anti-Commu- 
nism creates the very revolutionary sit- 
uations Lenin urged his followers to 
seek. Simple prudence, if not genius 
or wisdom, should cause us to read 
more carefully the works of our adver- 
sary, and to understand that his be- 
havior is designed to tempt us into 
paths which serve his purposes, not 
ours. 

FOUR. The philosophical base of a 
positive peace program must be sound. 
Peace will not break out like the dawn 
over the eastern horizon. Rather, it is 
an edifice that must patiently be built 
brick by brick and stone by stone. 
Peace will be built by the gradual real- 
ization in the minds of men that they 
can live with each other, and accom- 
plish their valid objectives without war 
or violence. This requires that under- 
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standing be developed among the peo- 
ples of the earth. Such understanding 
can be built only by constructively 
increasing contacts among all people. 

This requires us to remove one by 
one the barriers to such contacts. Pa- 
tiently, we must remove the present 
sources of tension, fear, and hatred 
between peoples. Sometimes we can- 
not remove tension, but here one can 
lessen its chances of erupting in vio- 
lence. The United States should pa- 
tiently pursue not merely an end to 
bomb testing, but an end to the arms 
race itself. It is our obligation to place 
threats to the peace before the United 
Nations. We should seek a universal 
reduction in arms budgets in order that 
every nation may be freer to pursue the 
works of peace. These things should be 
recorded not merely in occasional, pious 
speeches, but more fundamentally in 
government budget documents and ap- 
propriations acts, as well as in interna- 
tional conferences. 

We must never so demean our oppo- 
nents as to assume they lack a common 
humanity. When we do, we demon- 
strate our own lack of the virtue of 
humility and suffer spiritual arrogance. 
Perhaps the most important conse- 
quence of the increasing visiting now 
going on between East and West is 
the rediscovery that people are essen- 
tially the same everywhere. 

Unhappily, we are tempted by our 
rich material blessings and our tech- 
nical accomplishments to develop a cul- 
tural and intellectual arrogance that is 


(Continued on page 22) 
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WAGES AND ROYALTIES 


Any business venture that does not entail a financial risk 
for the investor is incompatible with the theoretical premises of 
free enterprise. In a capitalistic society the risk the business- 
man undertakes is the main moral justification for his expected 
profits. The investor who builds a factory, investing in its 
structure, machinery and staff, with the assurance not only of 
regaining his total investment but also of making a substantial 
profit, could justify those profits only on the grounds of 
possessing capital. In theory, however, the capitalist lays claim 
to performing a greater service: he gambles whatever he 
possesses with the prospect (not the certainty!) of getting more. 


Yet, in our economy there are many absolutely safe, risk-free 
investments that lack any classic capitalistic basis whatever. 
We seem to be reaching a stage of development in which the 
mechanics of monopoly, trust and cartel, rather than the 
principle of free enterprise, are the controlling factors. The 
fantastic accumulation of capital by single companies often 
renders competition against them virtually impossible. 


Competition is not always assured by the mere absence of 
monopoly. When several producers in a particular field 
individually represent a capital investment not likely to be 
matched by outsiders, the few investors share certain interests 
contrary to the public welfare. A spontaneous collaboration 
against which our anti-trust laws are not applicable is possible 
among them. Without patent price fixing they might well 
restrict their price competition only to a range beyond and 
above minimal profits. In such a situation they can over- 
extend their promotional and sales activities, confident that 
their competitors will have to follow suit in order to remain 
in the market. This results in a fantastic mark-up whose major 
part is not open to competition. 


There are other areas of absolutely safe capital investment. 
A classic instance is provided by the many sales organizations 
that let their sales force absorb all financial risks. All expenses 
involved in procuring business are prorated and charged to the 
salesmen who are paid straight commissions on completed 
transactions. They receive no salary whatever, and although 
they are engaged to perform a service for the employer, in 
actuality they find themselves participating in the investment. 
Not only are their traveling, lead, and office expenses deducted 
from their commissions, but an elaborate financial arrange- 
ment is often devised that, under the guise of special production 
bonuses, actually withholds part of the salesman’s commission 
for just-in-case Cases. 

Compensation is based on just such a premise in a wide 
range of jobs. The mechanic in a car repair shop is paid 
neither hourly wages nor a weekly or a monthly salary but 
instead draws a royalty per job completed. He even has to 
invest in the tools needed to perform his work and so becomes 
a kind of lumpen-businessman rather than an employee. 


From an economic standpoint such practices encourage un- 
scrupulous employers who risk nothing in letting men work for 
them and feel no obligations towards them; from a social stand- 
point the practice is reckless as well as immoral. The man who 
derives a living only from the work he is capable of performing 
is not a businessman. He neither desires nor has what it takes 
to go into business. All he can offer in return for livelihood 
is his talent and energy. He cannot undertake financial risks 
by gambling with the food his family needs. Deprived of 
capital as a prerequisite for reaching a high income, his mini- 
mal income must carry with it relative stability. Calling such 
practices “incentives” is a misnomer since what is often in- 
volved is not a prize for additional effort but a man’s bare 
subsistence. 


Legislation curbing such wage anarchy is badly needed. The 
establishment of minimum hourly wages is ineffective as long 
as there is no law providing that any man performing a service 
to an employer must be paid on the basis of effort and time 
invested. 








The Fallacy of 


“Humane Warfare” 
By JEANNE S. BAGBY 


A briefing on chemical, bio- 
logical and radiological warfare 
was recently sponsored in New 
York by the American Friends 
Service Committee and the Fel- 
lowship of Reconciliation. Data 
provided on that occasion by 
qualified experts challenges the 
Government’s whitewash of the 
Chemical Corps preparations, 
and since its misleading public 
relations program has been con- 
ducted vigorously, it will serve 
the truth to share this data with 
others. 

Dr. Robert Beardsley, a bac- 
teriologist, disputed the Chem- 
ical Corps’ contention that 
gases and bacteria can be suc- 
cessfully controlled so as either 
to produce or to prevent lethal 
doses at will. “War Without 
Death” is one of the Corps’ 
propaganda slogans, but in ac- 
tuality, Dr. Beardsley main- 
tained, too many variable fac- 
tors are involved to ensure 
precise regulation of dosage, 
especially when the gases and 
bacteria are used in large areas. 
To call such methods relatively 
“harmless” and “humane” 
amounts to a severe stretching 
of the truth. 

Walter Schneir, author of a 
revealing study of the CBR 
public relations program in the 
October 1, 1959 issue of The 
Reporter, disclosed further in- 
formation from his detailed in- 
vestigations. The methods re- 
sorted to to make CBR warfare 
acceptable to the American 
public include well-placed ar- 
ticles by top brass, “leakings” 
of carefully selected details 
from closed Congressional hear- 
ings to the press, and round- 
the-country speeches by Gov- 
ernment officials. Few, if any, 
publications checked on the 
Government releases or they 
would have discovered, for in- 
stance, that the widely publi- 
cized cat and mouse story (pic- 
tured in newspapers, TV and 
Life magazine) was very thin 
indeed. The agent used was not 
a new gas but the old drug 
LSD, used in psychotherapy 
but hardly offering itself as a 
weapon with predictable re- 
sults. Schneir contended that 
the so-called miraculous psy- 
chological gases simply do not 
exist. Thus, while propaganda 
plays heavily on the hypotheti- 
cal non-lethal angle, the Chem- 
ical Corps is actually engaged 
in stockpiling infected insects 


carrying some of the worst dis- 
eases known to man as well as 
deadly nerve gases and other 
lethal toxins. 

The question, what motivates 
the present emphasis upon CBR 
weapons, warrants careful scru- 
tiny, especially in view of the 
fact that our arsenals are hardly 
deprived of effective weapons 
for all war occasions. It would 
seem that public antipathy to- 
wards the use of bacteria, as 
evidenced by the furor follow- 
ing allegations of its use in Ko- 
rea, might suffice to defeat a 
program whose military signifi- 
cance is rather questionable. 
Can the motivation be traced 
simply to the usual Pentagon 
shuffle for status, in which the 
Chemical Corps has fallen be- 
hind other branches? Perhaps 
there has been some helpful 
pressure by chemical corpora- 
tions on the scent for large gov- 
ernment contracts and/or by 
manufacturers of gas masks? Or 
is it primarily another propa- 
ganda procedure to keep the 
cold war icily gripping our 
hearts, with presumably the 
same effect on the Russians, as 
part of the “deterrent” myth? 
And, more cynically, it might 
be said that if you can get 
Americans to accept germ war- 
fare, you can get them to accept 
anything—a point which seems 
well-nigh attained. 

This moral aspect was ana- 
lyzed by other speakers, includ- 
ing A. J. Muste, famed pacifist, 
and Rev. Phillips Elliot, past 
president of the Protestant 
Council of the City of New 
York. Incredulity, said Rev. 
Elliot, was the first reaction of 
most Americans, but so indoc- 
trinated are we to the authority 
of science that the participation 
of doctors and scientists in this 
fantastic betrayal of the hu- 
mane somehow gives it respect- 
ability. Of course, many sci- 
entists have expressed condem- 
nation of the CBR program, 
and a protest signed by over 
50 members of the faculty and 
graduates of the Columbia Uni- 
versity provided a case in point. 
Support was expressed for Rep. 
Kastenmeier’s proposal (H. 
Con. Res. 433) that the U. S. 
pledge it would not be the first 
power to use biological weapons 
—a proposal presently buried 
under more ruthless bills in the 
House Foreign Affairs Commit- 
tee. 








Tue MINoRITY OF ONE 


e May1960 e Page ll 











It all started when Hans was a very little boy. As soon 
as his parents discovered that they could communicate with 
him, that there were a small number of words that Hans 
could understand, they scrupulously began teaching him 
to discriminate between right and wrong. “Hans, this is a 
naughty word and don’t you use it ever!” or “Hans, say 
thank you to the lady!” or “Hans, if you lie the goblins will 
get you!”—phrases like these were showered upon the little 
boy long before he had any conception that life is divided 
into “right” and “wrong”. 

As far back as Hans could remember he was brought up 
in the invisible presence of a member of the family he simul- 
taneously knew nothing and all about. That unidentifiable 
member of the family was the most respected one. When 
Hans and his parents sat down to the table, he noted the 
respect they paid to the Invisible: they thanked Him for 
the food He placed on their table. There were quite a 
number of things Hans heard his parents talk about without 
inhibitions or embarrassment. But as soon as the Invisible’s 
presence was invoked, the atmosphere in the home changed 
completely—both parents appeared somewhat shy, apolo- 
getic and repentant. More than once, for instance, Hans 
heard his mother say to a man at the door that his father 
wasn’t home, while the father was hiding right behind that 
door, but the moment reference to the Invisible was made, 
father and mother alike indulged in protestations of truth- 
fulness. 

The Invisible was also the most powerful member of 
Hans’s family: any desperation in which his parents con- 
ceded utter helplessness could be altered if the Invisible 
so chose. The power of the mysterious yet so real member 
of the family was daily acknowledged in phrases like “God 
forbid!” and “God bless you!”. Everything in Hans’s fam- 
ily hinged on the Invisible’s pleasure. 


In addition to the family quarters the Invisible also oc- 
cupied a house of his own—a magnificent, glorious house. 
Once a week Hans used to go there with his parents to 
visit the Invisible. Even on such occasions Hans did not 
see the most revered member of his family face to face, 
but he nonetheless sensed His presence in the solemn voices 
and sounds that filled the house in a pervasive air of 
expectation. 


From early childhood Hans was taught to participate 
actively in the tributes paid to the omni-potent Big Brother. 
He could hardly pronounce the simplest, one-syllable words 
when he learned he was a sinner. He did not quite under- 
stand the meaning of it, but somehow the idea of being a 
sinner made him uncomfortable. Yet, in the presence of the 
Invisible it was only right to display humbleness. So, Hans, 
on his weekly visits to the Magnificent House, kept repeating 
that he was a sinner, dust of the earth, wicked and frail, 
while acknowledging the unfailing wisdom, might and 
righteousness of Big Brother. Though young and tender, 
he was soon obsessed by schizophrenic extremes: he feared 
himself and at the same time entertained unqualified trust 
in the only member of his family and society he had never 
seen. 

Soon Hans was old enough to attend school. There too 
he was constantly accompanied by the Invisible about whom 
he kept discovering new facets. When he and his classmates 
stood up to pledge allegiance to Vaterland, there was the 
same solemn, mysterious and revering atmosphere as in 
the Magnificent House. Emotionally, Hans knew that Va- 
terland was just another facet of Big Brother. Standing in 
front of the state’s flag Hans felt the same sacred awe as 
when his parents let him cautiously hold the family Bible. 

The image of the Invisible kept growing in Hans’s per- 
ception. Now he was studying history and realizing that 
the magnificent sounds he heard in the Magnificent House 
were directly related to the spirit of patriotism imbued in 
him by his textbooks and his teachers. More and more he 
was perceiving the omnipresence of the unreal Real: the 
mysterious family member, God and Bismarck were one. 

He was learning to serve this trinity in all its exposures 
and manifestations and was fascinated by its consistency. 
Thoroughly convinced of his own fragility, Hans knew he 
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could rely on the infallibility of the ever present God- 
Bismarck-State. 

When Hans watched a military parade, he knew the 
marching soldiers did not belong to him, indeed he did not 
conceive of them as an assembly of individual soldiers at all. 
They were the Army, they were something great and 
general, patriotic, mysterious and omnipotent—part of the 
trailing glory of the Invisible. 

As Hans grew up and had to start making personal deci- 
sions, he learned the bitterness of disappointment and fail- 
ure. Like everybody else Hans was not completely satisfied 
with himself. Had he had a part in creating himself he 
would have made himself quite a different person. He 
would be just a few inches taller so as not to be obsessed 
by a feeling of envy each time he talked to a man taller 
than himself. He would also have been a more self-confident 
individual undismayed at the flamboyant nonchalance of 
those around him. All in all Hans was obsessed with a 
feeling of inadequacy in spite of the social recognition he 
was gaining. Although he thought of himself as a smart, 
intelligent man, nonetheless he felt a burning envy each 
time he ran into a more aggressive person. In fact he 
believed others overestimated him and he was often em- 
barrassed by the thought that someone else could survey 
his bare personality with the same penetrating knowledge 
he had of himself. 

This nagging feeling of inadequacy led Hans to revere 
things outside himself. The society he lived in included so 
many individuals superior to himself: the men who were 
taller, the men who were more confident, the men who knew 
things he did not know. Their collective picture was one of 
definite superiority. Society was deprived of all the weak- 
nesses he personally was obsessed by: it was strong, firm, 
unhesitant, encyclopedically knowledgeable, confident. 

The comfort Hans found in society’s reliability as against 
his personal weakness and inadequacy made him enthusias- 
tically consider himself a social servant. The childhood 
teachings of his parents—to discriminate between right and 
wrong, to be scrupulous in the application of justice and 
propriety, to accept obligations—matured into a citizen- 
state relationship. To be a good citizen was an ambition 
filled with content against which personal self-reliance 
seemed the anarchistic license of an irresponsible individual- 
ist. The only time Hans felt immune was in the presence 
of the all-embracing state image. It never left him in doubt, 
never caused the frustration of decision making. Whenever 
Hans was confronted with Its decision he knew it could not 
possibly be a wrong one. All he needed to do was to follow 


‘the banner carried ever forward in the right direction by 


the Omnipotent. 

Hans grew up as a patriotic, loyal citizen—faithful to the 
flag and his oath of allegiance. But he was never called 
upon to use his personal judgment on great issues. He 
learned to conceive of them as being outside the domain 
of his personal responsibility. He was just a follower, 
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a faithful servant of the Magnificent he met at home, in 
church, in school and during a military parade. Hans was 
a wonderful citizen and any government would have been 
ready to honor him for his exemplary citizenship. 

* * * 


I met Hans later in his life career and he still was an 
excellent citizen. None of the virtues learned in childhood 
had been discarded by him. He scrupulously adhered to his 
parents’ teaching never to lie. He was considerate and 
understanding of his fellow man; anyone in a predicament 
could count on whatever help was within his power. He 
selflessly dedicated himself to a number of charitable causes, 
devoting to them not only his time and energy but also his 
hard earned money. 

Hans had a lovely family. His wife was his pride and joy 
and his admirable treatment of her became almost proverbial 
among the neighbors. He was also a solicitous and devoted 
father. All in all Hans was a considerate, social and helpful 
man who deserved nothing but the respect of the com- 
munity. His love for music, his selfless dedication to a half 
dozen charitable causes, his devotion to his family and his 
loyalty to the state all bespoke the tender attention he gave 
to his neighbor’s dog when the latter was run over in the 
street. Observing the agony of the creature about to be 
shot by his master, Hans came over, put a splint on the 
dog’s broken leg, attended him daily until the dog com- 
pletely overcame the painful experience. 

* * * 


My actual personal encounter with Hans took place under 
quite different circumstances, although it may well have 
been just an hour or two after he had tenderly nursed the 
dog. Now he was walking past rows of people lined up in 
the narrow streets of the Ghetto, selecting the ones to be 
sent to Ausschwitz. Wearing his tight fitting uniform, his 
face expressing a mixture of his good naturedness and the 
pride of having his good citizenship rewarded with being 
an officer of the SS elite, Hans was suddenly arrested by 
the frightened look of a young woman. With a cynical 
expression on his face, he stared straight into her eyes. 

“You look kind of fat, you damned Jewess!” he said and 
with a swift motion of his hand he lifted the woman’s skirt 
to expose the baby hid underneath. Speechless, the petrified 
woman turned away from Hans, clutching her skirt without 
realizing the baby had already been taken away from her 
and was now held by its legs in Hans’s firm grip. 

“So, you were trying to hide that stinking Jew-child like 
Moses in the basket!” Hans shouted zs he strode over to 
the sidewalk still holding the baby by its legs. 

Everything happened so quickly that there was practically 
no sequence. The desperate woman screamed inarticulately, 
throwing herself in the gutter and stamping with her legs 
and arms on the hard surface. Hans stood next to a wall 
still holding the baby. The baby’s cry stopped suddenly 


as its head hit the cement wall with the full force of Hans’s 
swinging arms, splashing brain and blood on it. Throwing 
the smashed, bloody body on the sidewalk, Hans resumed 
his inspection of the row, grabbing a man’s hat and with 
it wiping the blood from his uniform in meticulous slow 
motion. 

That’s how I met Hans. 


* * * 


That evening Hans took his wife out to dine in a res- 
taurant, telling her he did not want her always to slave 
in the kitchen. The only time he became indignant with 
her that evening was when he found out she had not as 
yet mailed the check he had pledged to the fund for blind 
and handicapped children. 


WHO IS “HANS”? 


Hans was a German child who grew into a German adult 
and eventually into a German SS man, his personality 
divided between the decent private man and the inhuman 
citizen-functionary of the Hitlerian Reich. If we should 
change Hans’s name and his citizenship, this portrait would 
still be quite authentic, for Hans’s personality is universal. 
The saddening human exposure in Hans, I realized, made 
him not a representative of a particular nation but rather 
of the human race at its worst. In the very confinement 
of concentration camps I refused to hate the Germans 
because, watching the oppressors, I knew I was watching 
my own potential self. 

Evidence to this saddening fact is amply provided by 
all the fighting armies in the world, irrelevant of their ban- 
ner and nationality. One who has seen the combat units of 
different nations—including Poland, Germany, France, Eng- 
land, the United States, Soviet Russia, the Arab states and 
Israel—can entertain no illusions in this respect. Political 
history, which is usually written by the victor and for 
propagandistic expediency, always depicts the bestiality of 
the enemy’s forces. But in actuality, humaneness and 
armed combat are equally incompatible, whatever army is 
involved—plunder, murder, rape and tortures are deeds 
no army ever was innocent of. 

War-time propaganda depicted the Germans and Japa- 
nese as inherently brutal. While it is true that during World 
War II they were guilty of exceptional mass crimes, the 
record of every nation discloses a petrifying capacity for 
cruelty. 

Yet, the armed forces of nations are not made up primar- 
ily, or even to a large degree, of their civilian criminal 
elements. What then accounts for the change in the sol- 
dier’s personality? Only yesterday he was a well groomed 
youngster brought up on principles of justice and ethics, 
attending church, obeying his parents and showing respect 
for neighbors. Now he plunders villages, rapes women and 
kills innocent people, not only to save his own life but in a 
wild, aimless orgy of bloodthirstiness. Why do the very 
factors that kept him within a moral code as a civilian no 
longer moderate his deeds as a soldier? 


DEFAULT OF PERSONAL CONSCIENCE 


An answer to this question was. provided during the 
Nuerenberg Trials. All the arch-criminals “justified” their 
mass crimes with the argument that they were acting under 
orders. The fact that this argument was rejected by the 
International Tribunal does not subtract from its psycho- 
logical validity. The most heinous SS man would not have 
committed atrocities had he been in a position to employ 
his personal conscience. But because his personal conscience 
was supplanted by the state’s authority, he felt no need to 
critically evaluate the acts he was called upon to commit. 

Most people are potentially joiners in a lynch mob. As 
individuals they may be sensitive to humane notions and 
scrupulous about their ethics, but when they act within 
the mass, somehow they feel relieved of the ultimate respon- 
sibility for the action. Personal self-doubt, of which no 
individual is free, causes a default of personal responsibility 
and an acceptance of the judgment of the official authority 
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as superior. It provides one with a feeling of strength 
within the mass as against a sense of personal weakness. 


THE BLANK COMMITMENT 


Unquestioning, uncritical obedience is praised by the state 
as good citizenship and elementary patriotism. The state 
does not take any chances in establishing the citizen’s 
uncritical reliability. From earliest childhood it makes him 
sign a blank IOU, in which he promises to obey the state’s 
orders. Any oath of allegiance constitutes such an IOU. 
The state has a definite need to insist upon such a blind 
commitment; the occasions on which it will wish to make 
use of it are of a nature that the citizen, if allowed to employ 
his personal conscience, might balk. It is then that the state 
in effect presents the citizen with the IOU he had signed 
and re-signed so many times and puts in front of him the 
flag he swore always to follow. 

War provides extreme and most bestial instances of the 
default of personal conscience and its submergence in a 
nationalism whose only purpose is to kill and destroy. But 
this overriding of personal conscience holds true in times of 
peace as well. 

Take the private man who would never accept dishonest 
money. There are millions of such men in each nation. 
Thievery is simply inconceivable to them. Yet, the very 
same men will become quite enthusiastic about their nation’s 
thievery. There is no question that most Britishers, French- 
men and Dutchmen are honest people who would under no 
circumstances commit burglary. Yet, when their govern- 
ments departed on a course of exploiting colonial peoples, 
not only did they have no qualms, but they supported the 
action piously in the name of mysterious abstracts called 
nation and state. 

No one is immune to the deeds Hans the SS man com- 
mitted in the name of the state. Anything one man is 
capable of, all men are potentially capable of. Brought up 
on the sanctity of the “nation”, pledged to its flag, whims 
and “interests”, the individual of any nation can commit 
the most heinous crimes when he forfeits his individual 
conscience. 


THE PSYCOLOGY OF EVIL 


Very few people are knowingly evil. Those we “know” 
to be evil would change their course of action if they did 
not believe in the virtue of their deeds. No school of thought 
or course of action ever proclaimed itself as being wrong, 
unjust or immoral. The person we regard as evil believes 
in his way with the same pious sincerity and fervor as we 
believe in ours. Since this is so, since there are no objective 
warnings against injustice, one can never be positive that he 
himself is not serving it. Who is right and who is wrong is 
never obvious because few men embrace evil knowingly. 
There is no scientific way for final moral classification, and 
rationalization, the only standard we can go by, offers itself 
for contradictory conclusions. Nevertheless the scrupulous 
individual has an obligation to examine facts, experi- 
mentally adopting assumptions opposed to his actual ones. 
In opposition to his beliefs and convictions one must experi- 
ment for a moment with the supposition that his way is 
wrong and evil and then see whether his intentions and 
resolutions remain compatible. 


MORAL IMMUNITY OF LEADERSHIP 


There is an air of respectability about society that pre- 
vents us from applying to it the same criteria of ethics we 
apply towards individuals. No matter what the state does, 
no matter how inhuman its acts and policies, its hierarchy 
remains something of an aristocratic stratum. When an 
individual is accused of immoral acts we might well have 
qualms about socializing with him. However, should the 
state indulge in such acts the average citizen would still 
consider it quite an honor to socialize with its leaders. They 
seem to fall into a different category, and the small man, 
compensating through them for his own sense of inade- 
quacy, accepts them as celebrities under all circumstances. 
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Even if they are criminals, they are not ordinary criminals 
but historic personalities, so much greater than oneself. To 
judge them by the same criteria we apply to ordinary neigh- 
bors and associates would seem disrespectful. Towards the 
ordinary citizen we may apply a wide range of indiscrim- 
inate adjectives; when criticizing our national leaders, how- 
ever, we still pay them homage. A neighbor may be a 
“crook”, a “thief”, a “cheat”, but who would dare to think 
of the head of state in similar terms? While we may apply 
such terms to a foreign head of state, under no circumstances 
does our own fall into this deep abyss of irrespectability; 
even when critical of him, we still accept him as the cream 
of our aristocracy. Since, however, our head of state is a 
foreigner to citizens of other countries and therefore ap- 
proached by them without our own prejudicial respect, why 
not for a moment trade attitudes with them and analyze 
the compatibility of their concepts with facts? If head of 
state X is celebrated by millions of citizens to whom he is 
the epitome of patriotism and idealism, while we, being 
emotionally disengaged, conceive of him as nothing but a 
brute, how can we be certain that the homage we pay to 
our own leaders is not equally blind? Or is blindness and 
the lack of objectivity a monopoly of others? 

The real crisis of men in modern times is not what kind 
of a social, economic or political regime they live under but 
the fact that the individual has become totally submerged in 
the state whatever its political coloration. Originating as 
an instrument to protect the individual, the state has become 
an end in itself, demanding all the protection the individual 
can provide. The state and nation, being abstracts, can 
never suffer, but they make the individual suffer for their 
own aggrandizement. 

If we will analyze the psychological state of societies that 
have committed crimes, we will find that it was not dis- 
similar to the mass psychology that controls us. How then 
can we prevent ourselves from committing similarly repre- 
hensible acts if not through absolutely free, unprejudiced 
self-criticism? Stigmatizing any criticism as unpatriotic or 
improper may well cause our individual conscience to 
become so calloused that we become participants in the 
piety and self-righteousness of a hanging party. 
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Office of the Commander 





Lincoln Rockwell 

MATL HDQTES 925 NM. RANDOLPH ST. 

Mr. M, S. Arnoni POST OFFice BOX 1388 
P. }. Box 6594 ARLINGTON, VincimA 


Richmond, Virginia JAckson ©5831 
. 
27 March, 1960 
Dear Mr. Arnoni: 


Not because I am so naive as to imagine you are sincere in your ‘te- 
votion to truth" and desire to set up an untrammeled forum where genuine 
free thinking and discussion may take place, --but because I wish to demon- 
strate to a wavering member the full enormity of your villainy and intellec- 
tual dishonesty, I am writing you a challenge which I know you will not even 
dare acknowledge, let alone accept or discuss. 


Your paper, nobly financed by you alone as an act of intellectual devotion, 
of course, follows the Communist party line mi ly, with ption of a bit 
of lip service to “anti-communism". 





You are a free agent, of course, and wel differing opini and 
ideas in a free market place of ideas. Well here is your chance to welcome 
a little honest discussion of Nazi-ism on the highest intellectual plane. 





I am no ignorant babbler or mad crack-pot, as my business and intel- 
lectual accomplishments will prove, and I am a good American as my record 
of twenty years as a Commander and naval aviator will show. And I wish to 
write for you an article setting forth the tenets of Nazi-ism and why we be- 
lieve they are the last salvation of western civilization. 


I say you will not dare print or discuss the issue because I can demol- 
ish you before any honest forum by the naked strength of my facts and the 
logical lusi I draw theref: 





In fact, I think an honest examination would show that fou are most 
likely either a Jew or married to a Jewess, and that you are financed indirect- 
ly or directly by agents of the C ists and/or Zioni 





How about a good brisk intellectual go-around on this, Mr.“Arnoni?™® 


IL 


e 
Lincoln Rockwell, Co: jer, 
American NAZI Party 


National Socialists of the world, fight united! © Socislistes nationaux du monde, lutes ensemble! + Nasional -Sorialisten der welt, kaempft vereinigt! 
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REALLY 


WHAT IS HAPPENING IN CUBA? 


From Havana come charges of sabotage, economic aggression, counter-revolutionary intrigue, air raids on Cuban 
cane fields, sugar mills, homes. Against this background, the great news agencies and a powerful section of the 
U. S. press raise a barrage of equally grave accusations. What can we believe in the welter of conflicting reports? 


“We only report the facts,” U. S. newsmen are accustomed to say. Is this true? Compare the following “Facts.” 





This public appeal for Fair 
Play for Cuba has the support 
of a group of thinking indwid- 
uals, holding a variety of polit- 
ical persuasions, representin 
no one but themselves, linke 
here by a single common con- 
cern—for the overriding prin- 
ciple of justice which is always 
at issue, wherever partisan in- 
terest clashes with simple truth. 
Among the sponsors of this ad- 
vertisement are the following: 








James Baldwin 
Simone de Beauvoir 
Frank London Brown 
Truman Capote 
John Henrik Clarke 
Prof. Robert G. Colodny 
Richard Gibson 
Dr. Maurice Green 
Edmonde Haddad 
Rev. Donald Harrington 
John Killens 
Sidney Lens 
Norman Mailer 
Julian Mayfield 
Elva dePue Matthews 
Prof. Eugene Noble 
Rev. John Papandrew 
James Purdy 
Joseph Quintana 
Alan Sagner 
Jean Paul Sartre 
John Singleton 
Robert Taber 
G. A. Thurston 
Kenneth Tynan 
Dan Wakefield 
Sidney Weinstein 
Robert F. Williams 





Waldo Frank 
Chairman 


Carleton Beals 
Co-Chairman 


Fair Play for Cuba 
Committee 





COMMUNISM: “A pro-Communist state has been established in Cuba with the clear objective of bargaining with 
Soviet Russia for the munitions of war .. .”—Sokolsky in the New York Journal-American. True or false? 


False. Not a shred of evidence has been produced to sup- 
port such allegations as the one above, charges consistently 
used to create a smoke screen behind which the social ob- 
jectives of the Cuban revolution can be attacked and sabo- 
taged. Cuba’s recent trade pact with the Soviet Union 
represents an effort to find new markets for Cuban sugar, 
and to obtain, not arms, but agricultural implements and 
industrial machinery for which credit has been denied in 
the United States. Many other American republics trade 
with the Soviets—as does the United States itself. Cuba’s 
Communist Party is a tiny minority, with about 16,000 
members. In the 1959 labor elections, Communist candi- 
dates won in only eight of the 243 locals of the 500,000- 
member Sugar Workers Federation, and none was elected 
to the executive council of the national labor organization, 
the C.T.C. In international affairs, Cuba finds its natural 


affinity with the other small, under-developed nations of 
the world. It is true that a profound social and economic 
revolution is in progress in Cuba, and that the sweeping 
reforms that are being inaugurated undoubtedly must 
affect the one-billion-dollar U. S. investment in the island. 
But only those who equate Communism with all forces 
that threaten the status quo of property interests will find 
the Cuban Revolution “Communistic.” Efforts to drive a 
wedge between the Roman Catholic Church and the Rev- 
olutionary Government, on the issue of Communism, have 
been forcefully repulsed by the Church itself. To quote 
the latest of several recent declarations on the subject, 
Monsignor Manuel Rodriguez Rozas, Bishop of Pinar del 
Rio, says: “There is perfect harmony between the Church 
and the State.” “Our Revolution,” says Fidel Castro, “is 
not Communistic but humanistic.” 


CONFISCATION: “In Cuba, Castro is stealing American property with impunity.”—U. S. News & World Report. 


False. Although the word “confiscation” has often been 
used by the press in a context which would suggest illegal 
seizure, nothing has been stolen from any American—or 
any Cuban. The Agrarian Reform Law, designed to di- 
versify Cuban agriculture and to give 100,000 landless 
peasants a stake in their own rich agricultural country, 
conforms in all respects with international law and the 
practice of all civilized countries. In some cases, it has 
been necessary to put property under the supervision of 
government representatives (a process known as interven- 
tion), pending a decision as to formal, legal expropriation. 


Owners whose property is to be expropriated (much as it 
would be acquired by condemnation in the United States, 
to meet any legitimate public need) have been promised 
compensation in 20-year government bonds, bearing in- 
terest at the rate of 442%. This compares favorably with, 
for example, the U. S. land reform program imposed on 
Japan by General MacArthur after World War II, pro- 
viding for compensation in 24-year bonds, at 342%. The 
Cuban bonds have been printed and await only the proper 
signatures. 


CHAOS: “All that now remains is for Castro to give the word, and the Terror, the ruthless hunting down and shooting 


of Fidel’s opponents, will begin.” —Newsweck. 


False. Despite the above prediction, Nov. 3, 1959, and 
the incessant references to “terror,” “chaos,” and “dicta- 
torship” in the U.S. press, the great work of revolutionary 
reform and reconstruction now in progress in Cuba is 
going forward in an atmosphere of extraordinary opti- 
mism and energy, as any tourist can testify. The island 
is being governed by a provisional government under the 
Constitution of 1940, which is notable in the Hemisphere 
for its liberality. Cubans—and visitors to the island—re- 
main freer in many respects than do U. S. citizens. For 
example, no police permit is required for a public meeting 
or demonstration, as in New York City. There is no cen- 
sorship, not even a libel law. A foreign newsman needs 


no special visa, as he would in the United States (a tourist 
card will do), and no restriction is placed on his move- 
ments. Even the air raids on Havana—the occasions of 
real terror, and in one instance of the death of two Cubans 
and the wounding of 45—have failed to force the govern- 
ment to take any but the most obviously urgent security 
measures, Despite an attempted invasion from Santo 
Domingo, a widespread counter-revolutionary conspiracy, 
and numerous small acts of sabotage and terrorism on the 
part of former Batista henchmen, the government has re- 
frained from invoking the death sentence against con- 
victed counter-revolutionaries. Newsweek notwithstand- 
ing, not one of these has been shot. 


“WHAT HAVE WE DONE... 2” asks a new and hopeful generation of Cubans, viewed with hostility in Washin 
ton and Wall Street, accused of “impudence” for seeking their independence, threatened with economic and diplomatic 


“isolation” in the Hemisphere. 


Perhaps their crime is their youth. (The average age of 
the Cuban revolutionary leaders is 29.) Perhaps they 
have aspired toward too much, too soon. (Three thou- 
sand low-cost housing units built in the first year of revo- 
lution, more than 7,000 classrooms, hundreds of miles of 
new roads, 500 flourishing agricultural cooperatives, thou- 
sands of jobs created in new industries established through 
the voluntary contributions of a million Cuban workers.) 
Perhaps the explanation is simply that there are, in the 
United States, powerful interests bent on frustrating the 
primary purpose of the Revolution: to give Cuba back to 
the Cubans. 


It is true that the young leaders of the Cuban Revolution 
have little patience with considerations of profit and loss, 
in the face of poverty and human need. Nor have they 
any saving experience with the amenities of public rela- 
tions, or the intrigues of dollar diplomacy, or the sophistry 
of journalistic “facts” which distort truth. But if so, they 
are in the American tradition. Certainly they deserve a 
hearing. This much the American tradition owes them. 
This much we, as Americans, owe them. 


Would you like to know more of the truth about revolu- 
tionary Cuba as it is today? 


Address your inquiries to: 


THE FAIR PLAY FOR CUBA COMMITTEE 


Box T249 N. Y. Times 
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229 West 43rd Street, New York, N. Y. 
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The Well Informed Misinformers 


mately proved totally wrong. There can be 
no doubt about the politician’s full aware- 
ness of the discrepancy between the facts 
he received and the fiction he dissem- 
inated; in defiance of his public mission, 
he played the role of voluntary political 
propagandist. 


THE SLANTING CONSPIRACY 


The speaker-politician was not the only 
one present at the briefing by State Depart- 
ment officials. There were others around: 
co-members of his congressional commit- 
tee, government officials, perhaps even 
some ex officio guests. The discrepancy 
between information received on that oc- 
casion and that disseminated during a 
public address in the evening was not his 
own personal secret. There were others 
to whom the discrepancy must have been 
obvious. They too had received a different 
picture from authoritative sources, and 
furthermore they knew that their colleague 
had a different picture of the situation than 
the one he was depicting before his audi- 
ence. Yet, neither the speaker-distorter nor 
his partners to authentic knowledge were 
embarrassed for each other. The distortion 
was not, therefore, a reflection of one man’s 
dishonesty, but rather a conspiracy of the 
entire body politic to mislead the public. 
That the conspirators could still think of 
themselves as honorable men was due to 
their rationalizing propagandistic misrepre- 
sentation as a patriotic duty. 

Nor was our awakening to the reality 
of Soviet life caused by the collapse of the 
conspiracy. Rather external developments, 
over which the conspirators had no control 
whatever, blasted their carefully nourished 
fiction. The launching of Sputnik could 
not be concealed from the American pub- 
lic and the event itself was so inconsistent 
with the propagandistically inspired image 
of the Soviet Union that the awakening 
to reality was instantaneous. The conspir- 
ators, caught unpredictably off balance, 
had no theory to offer, and as long as no 
searching questions were asked, they did 
not need to acknowledge their guilt for the 
popular misconceptions. 


An independent press might have played 
the role of a district attorney and asked 
quite pointed questions. But a kept press 
that was itself an active, very vocal party 
to the conspiracy of deception, was vitally 
interested in preventing the most obvious 
and ominous questions from being asked. 

As embarrassing as the situation was for 
our political leaders and the press, they did 
not lose their equilibrium: rather than 
plead guilty to perpetrating a_ historic 
fraud, they disappeared among the crowd 
pretending to be as amazed and puzzled 
as everyone else. 


THE UNFINISHED “MISSION” 


Unfortunately, not the entire fraud be- 
longs to the past but only one chapter of 
it. Although our well-informed-but-ill- 
informing politicians and press can no 
longer depict the Soviet citizen as a bar- 
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barian, nothing has yet happened to frus- 
trate their slanting scheme with respect to 
other international relations: the picture 
of the Red Devil versus the American 
Angel is as alive as ever. 


But even those aspects of the slanting 
conspiracy that have been hopelessly com- 
promised were disowned only within the 
narrow, immediate confines of the ex- 
posure. In other areas the conspiratorial 
technique is still being applied by orthodox 
means. A theory is yet to be devised justi- 
fying our refusal to “recognize” communist 
China. Not even the shrewdest pragmatists 
and stretchers of points were successful in 
claiming logic for this ostrich policy. Our 
mere decision not to recognize communist 
China confirms its existence in the interna- 
tional community. The only possible pur- 
pose this policy is serving is to perpetrate 
the same fraud with respect to a China 
image as was perpetrated with respect to 
the Soviet Union. Here also the public will 
eventually be shocked out of its erroneous 
picture, although it would be difficult to 
predict the occasion. Perhaps what we 
need to finally wake up to the reality that, 
in addition to everything else, Washington 
is also the world’s capital of mind manipu- 
lation, is for the first man on the moon to 
be neither American nor Russian but Chi- 
nese. If this sounds fantastic, it is not much 
more fantastic than the fact that, behind 
an American “bamboo curtain”, the “starv- 
ing”, “oppressed” and “decimated” Chi- 


nese are already producing their own cars 
and machinery. 

With respect to China it is our Govern- 
ment’s intention to create and perpetuate 
such a fantastically distorted picture that 
even the presence of “reliable” American 
reporter-propagandists on Chinese soil is 
conceived of as undesirable. So many con- 
structive developments are taking place in 
China that even the most slanted reporting 
would have difficulty concealing all the 
facts. The State Department’s persistent 
refusal to accommodate an equitable ar- 
rangement for an American-Chinese re- 
porter exchange must be weighed in this 
light. 

Misinforming us on Soviet and Chinese 
life has been pursued as a long range pol- 
icy. Similar propagandistic lack of candor 
has misled the American people as a matter 
of momentary expediency whose geo- 
graphic and political targets change with 
each alteration in foreign relations. 
Whether Dr. Castro is depicted as a Com- 
munist or not depends least of all on Dr. 
Castro’s attitude towards Communism; as 
long as his policies hurt American investors 
in Cuba, he will be so depicted. But the 
minute he reverses his agrarian reform, his 
red tint would miraculously fade out. It 
has all happened before, whether it in- 
volved Nasser of Egypt or Guzman of 
Guatemala. And tomorrow should de 
Gaulle start giving us too much trouble, 
there can be little doubt that our informa- 
tion officers would discover even him 
sneaking in, in the dark of night, into the 
secret confines of the Kremlin. .. . 


The Moral and the Immoral in the Liberal Dichotomy 


(Continued from page 3) 


represent a permanently true mechanism 
of economic relations. Economic relations 
are fluid and no socio-economic order can 
be permanent. Neither a blueprint of 
reform nor the reality to which it attempts 
to respond remain static. The encounter 
between them is influenced by the element 
of change which dislocates both the initial 
reality and the reform in the process of 
realization. Any reformism that follows as 
fixed pattern or doctrine does not take into 
consideration the element of never ending 
change and ultimately winds up being a 
new kind of conservatism. The inability of 
the mind of man to keep pace with the 
complexity and evasive speed of change, 
not the arguments of theoretical oppo- 
nents, accounts for the decline of the Marx- 
ist doctrine; it was proved erroneous by 
the structure and_relations of the society it 
tried to reform. 


This unpredictability of change will al- 
ways disprove any doctrinaire economic 
program, whether communist, socialist or 
fascist. 


The impracticality of a doctrinaire 
approach to economic reform does not 
eliminate the need for reform. On the con- 
trary, precisely because no definite, perma- 
nent blueprint can be of enduring value 
and relevance, there is needed a fluid 
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reformism whose specific challenges and 
applications are flexibly tied in with the 
ever changing economic relations. Its 
only consistency will be moral rather than 
economic, translating the basic tenets of 
democracy into economic terms and con- 
stantly moderating the power of one man 
over another. 

Because this fluid reformism lacks doc- 
trinaire consistency, its task becomes im- 
mensely more difficult but also potentially 
more responsive to the actual needs of 
men. Under one set of circumstances it 
might well warrant the nationalization of 
a certain industry or service, while under 
another set of circumstances nationalization 
would least serve its basic moral aspiration. 
At times it could coincide with some tra- 
ditional feature of the Welfare State, while 
on other occasions its challenge would lie 
in restricting the state superstructure. At 
certain points in history it might call for 
an equalitarian distribution of wealth and 
product, while at others it would empha- 
size increased productivity. But whatever 
its fluid path and challenge, its moral con- 
sistency would be obvious: in the economic 
field it must achieve for the individual 
what political democracy and civil liberties 
must achieve for him in other domains— 
liberation from man-devised tyranny in 
every form. 














~~ ft 


es de com. aide Gee ee ee. ae OR ee Bs ee Oe, eek ae ee... eee 














Communication Media and Talent Opportunity 


One of the very real tests of the effi- 
ciency of any social order is the degree of 
opportunity it provides for the self-fulfill- 
ment of its individuals in general and of 
its talented individuals in particular. 


When the apparatus for sponsoring 
artistic talent depends on nothing but com- 
mercial feasibility, there is little hope for 
promoting talent per se. 


To appreciate what is happening in our 
society in this respect we must take stock 
of the ways in which such talent is being 
discovered and promoted. The best way 
to do this is to analyze the careers of some 
of our celebrities in these fields. 


Let’s start with the field of professional 
entertainment, using as an instance the 
uncrowned king of M.C.s, Arthur Godfrey. 

What are his artistic assets and what are 
his artistic handicaps? No one would call 
him handsome and yet millions of people, 
especially women, like to watch him on 
their TV screens. Most of his performance 
time is devoted to talking and yet he has 
an indisputably unattractive, unclear 
speaking voice. At times he indulges in 
singing, but no one, Mr. Godfrey in- 
cluded, would claim for him a pleasing 
singing voice. He does a lot of platitudin- 
ous chatting on every conceivable subject, 
ranging from commercials to public affairs, 
and no one, himself included, would claim 
for him depth of thought, exceptional in- 
telligence, or wealth of knowledge. He 
uses musical instruments, yet should he 
ever decide to give a concert, there prob- 
ably wouldn’t be a single music lover to 
purchase a ticket. He is a conversational- 
ist, but his English language is rather 
primitive and uneducated. Occasionally 
he used to dance, yet all would agree that 
he is graceful like an elephant rather than 
a ballerina. 

This uncomplimentary review of God- 
frey’s talents would least of all be chal- 
lenged by those who gave a hand to 
promoting his “artistic” career. Of all 
people they are most aware of his “short- 
comings”; but give them anyone else with 
such shortcomings and they will start their 
promotion work all over again. Because, 
paradoxical as it sounds, these shortcom- 
ings are Godfrey’s chief assets. Had he 
possessed more actual talent, he could not 
have been made into a popular entertain- 
ment idol. The secret of his career, and of 
many like him, is squarely and precisely 
his lack of real talent. This enables a wide 
audience to display what is professionally 
called “audience participation”. Precisely 
because he has no singing voice, and no 
gracefulness, and no brilliance, and no 
exceptionally attractive features his listener 
and viewer feels a familiarity with and 
closeness to him. He is just like her hus- 
band, just like the neighbor next door, just 
like oneself. What could be more gratify- 
ing than seeing a person of one’s own kind 
recognized, praised and celebrated?! Isn’t 
it like gaining one’s own praise from so- 
ciety? Furthermore, one probably has an 
acute feeling of one’s own inadequacies. 


On occasion one becomes rather self- 
conscious when unable to use a more liter- 
ary language. One feels uncomfortable 
about lack of cultivation, yet does not 
know how to be otherwise. The complex 
is painful and humiliating. That much 
greater is the satisfaction when seeing 
those embarrassing qualities legitimized to 
the point of becoming stage presentations. 


Or, take for instance Marilyn Monroe. 
No vital statistics would have proved suf- 
ficient to make her the screen idol she has 
been if her face were somewhat less ordi- 
nary, if it were more “aristocratic”, be- 
cause then the simple boy could not cele- 
brate, through her, his girl friend, his sister 
and the girl across the street. 


This portrait not only tells us whose 
career can be sponsored in popular enter- 
tainment, but implicitly it also tells us 
whose career cannot be sponsored. Those 
who possess brilliance and talent which 
would distinguish them from the audience, 
those through whom the audience could 
not celebrate itself, they do not stand a 
chance. There is no telling how many 
extremely talented potential entertainers 
are not sought by the talent scouts of our 
mass media. Of necessity they become 
frustrated individuals. They wind up be- 
ing salesmen, secretaries, cab drivers, even 
prosperous businessmen but not profes- 
sional artists. The few truly talented per- 
formers and artists who succeed in becom- 
ing popular celebrities must accept some- 
thing of a challenge in reverse: instead of 
striving to excellence, they must learn to 
acquire popular appeal through submerg- 
ing their real talent in idolized mediocrity. 

The picture is not much different in the 
more serious fields of arts. Since an au- 
thor’s fee is simply a royalty, bearing no 
relation to his literary contribution, some 
of the best books have had to be printed 
as vanity publications, or through financial 
participation of the author. Or perhaps, 
they were never published at all, while the 
quality of a best-seller is often most dubi- 
ous. Or, take the good pianist, violinist, 
singer and others. Without some freak of 
nature, he did not penetrate the lament- 
ably limited stage of recognized first rate 
performers, and had to learn to make a 
living wherever possible. But his artistic 
inferior spared himself such a frustration 
by joining a well-to-do jazz band. 

Or, take our press. We pride ourselves 
in America on having several thousand 
daily newspapers. In a very real sense, 
however, we do have but a few of them. 
The vast majority, including practically all 
provincial newspapers, are “synthetically” 
compiled through the use of canned syndi- 
cated material, be it news, editorials, or 
columns. With a few rare exceptions, the 
merits on which a syndicated column is 
promoted and becomes popular are the 
same as those which foster the careers 
of the Arthur Godfrey type performers. 
What other reason is there for a West- 
brook Pegler or a George Sokolsky to be 
carried in about twice as many newspapers 
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as Walter Lippmann, all three of them 
being conservatives? 

There is no telling how many lives of 
potential artists, writers and performers 
are frustrated due to the prevailing criteria 
of career-making in their fields; but indis- 
putably they outnumber those who pos- 
sessed a more fortunate mediocrity. 

The main reason for this lack of oppor- 
tunity and for the perverted acceptance 
of inferior quality at the expense of talent 
lies in the fact that our media of culture 
are denied integrity. Instead of being in- 
stitutions whose undivided loyalty is to 
their cultural product they are no more 
than appendages of trade organizations 
who use them for their own interests. 

When a producer of soap determines 
what kind of a performance will be spon- 
sored, he is bound to finance not the one 
of highest artistic quality but the one 
which will appeal to the greatest number 
of soap users. When a publisher prints 
books primarily to derive profits from his 
enterprise, he may not be moved by the 
brilliance of a manuscript but strictly by 
statistics of prospective book purchasers. 
Fortunately for mankind, in the times of 
Moses the Ten Commandments did not 
need a commercial publisher. . . 


As soon as anyone moves for some re- 
visions in the sponsoring apparatus of our 
cultural media, the cry goes up that public 
financing of them would necessarily lead 
to censorship. Certainly, such apprehen- 
sions would have to be considered and any 
reforms would have to be safeguarded 
against possible censorship. This has been 
achieved in other countries and there is no 
reason to suppose that we would be less 
successful. However, the public discussion 
of this problem will not be conducted meri- 
toriously as long as we permit the indus- 
tries and trades with vested interests to 
participate in them while they pretend 
to want to serve nothing but the public 
and, of course, culture. 





“History is the lengthened shadow of man.” 
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-From READERS’ LETTERS 


A WELL WARRANTED REPRIMAND 


I have been enjoying your most interesting 
publication and I was pleased to have you on 
page 12 of the March 1960 issue give me cheers 
for my resolution in support of a moratorium on 
testing of nuclear weapons. 

I was a little shocked, however, to discover 
that like many other reporters you were content 
with secondary sources and do not go back to 
original sources. I have no “bill of health and 
safety” with the stockpiles of nerve gas con- 
tained in my district. I invite your attenticn to 
the enclosed Congressional Record in which the 
colloquy between Congressman Sikes and my- 
self states in full what actually transpired. 

I regret very much that the reporter who 
suddenly woke up and took one sentence out of 
context has made me out to be a war-monger 
when the fact is that I am a notorious peace 
monger, as witness my articles in the PRO- 
GRESSIVE and CHRISTIAN CENTURY, 
reprints of which are enclosed, and my sponsor- 
ship of the National Peace Agency bill with Rep. 
Kastenmeier and others. 

I do hope that your publication will be scru- 
pulous in attempting to secure the actual facts 
and not content itself with distorted second- 


hand reports. 
Byron L. Johnson, M. C. 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 


(FROM EDITOR’S REPLY: After acquaint- 
ing myself with the material, I realize what a 
grave injustice I did you in our March issue. I 
do sincerely apologize to you and also admire 
your generosity in writing me a factual explana- 
tion rather than attacking me more emotionally 
as many a man in such a situation would be 
prone to do. 

I wish you to appreciate the circumstances 
that made this injustice to you possible. THE 
Minority or ONE is a one-man publication and 
has no possibility whatever to maintain an inde- 
pendent news gathering service. Subsequently, 
I have no choice but to form my opinions on 
the basis of second-hand reports. 


FROM REP. JOHNSON’S REPLY: Many 
thanks for your gracious letter. All is, I assure 
you, forgiven.) 


See Rep. Johnson’s Toward A More Positive 
Peace Program in this issue. 


ows 


TO DOUBLE SUSCRIPTION RATES 


I pay $26.00 a year for my daily newspaper. 
I value THE Minorrry or One much more 
than that (even though you don’t offer a horo- 
scope). If you feel the need to raise the sub- 
scription rates, I for one would not hesitate to 
pay double or more the present rates. 

I would like to see your publication have 
more of a magazine format with a table of con- 
tents, some book reviews and more space devoted 
to readers’ letters, 

I had intended to write more but reader 
Mitchell Krasny beat me to it in the April issue. 

Walter Ackerman 
Elyria, Ohio 
os 


JOINING IN SHAME 


After reading your February issue, I was 
struck by two paragraphs in the Of What I Am 
Ashamed section: that pertaining to the decision 
of the Princeton University not to renew the 
professorship contract with Dr. Otto Butz (I 
heartily agree with your position) and that per- 
taining to Caryl Chessman. 

I would like to see more of your opinions on 
the Chessman case and its implications in a 
future issue of the publication. 

John W. Sittler 
Johns Hopkins University 
Baltimore, Md. 
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WHY ETHNIC IDENTIFICATION? 


Your publication opposing orthodoxy appears 
worth subscribing to, and I AM WITH YOU. 

In the April issue, however, you lapsed into 
real old orthodoxy by identifying yourself as a 
Jew. Why should you identify yourself so? 
Who cares? You are a MAN with courage, 
depth and comprehension, That is what merits 
support. Your area of support and influence 
will not be determined by race, color or na- 
tionality, and your and our forum, THE MI- 
NORITY OF ONE, will correspondingly be en- 
larged, enhanced and projected through the 
solar plexus and not the unstable, zig-zagging 
mind, repository of myths and transmitter of the 
same. 


Elmhurst, N. Y. 
(Eprror’s Note: My sole reason for men- 


tioning my ethnic origin was to explain my 
incarceration in Nazi concentration camps.) 


Jerome Paulson 


Os 


WHAT INGENIOUS CENSORSHIP! 


I will happily pay the cost of wrapping my 
copy for its trip to Houston. The copy of the 
March issue arrived today and was in a deplor- 
able state. The damage actually appeared de- 
liberate. I hardly see how a magazine could 
get as beat-up as it is without assistance. 

You print on beautiful paper and it’s a real 
shame to have it arrive in such condition. I am 
looking forward to a complete file and have the 
first binding already in business, which makes 
yours the second periodical (in addition to 
National Geographic) ever to receive this treat- 
ment from your concerned reader and dogged 
analyst. The idea of a postal clerk tampering 
with any matter in the U. S. mails is appalling 
to me. Is integrity out of style? 

Something to think about would be a page 
or two of personal “cards” in each issue—with 
the spaces going for a reasonable sum. If there 
are those who claim adherence to the ethics 
represented by this periodical, perhaps they 
would like a chance to go on record in the 
public prints; I would. This would, of course, 
approach commercial advertising more than you 
care to approach it, but we both know that 
subscription revenue alone is truly the hard 


way. 
J. W. Tucker 
Houston, Texas 


(See Tribulations of an “Unacceptable” Pub- 
lication in this issue). 


ows 


I am writing to tell you that my March copy 
arrived with the cover page missing and page 
15 was torn off. I have just written a protest 
to the local postmaster. 


John L. Holman, Jr. 
Cambridge, Mass. 


ows 


Our publication, THz Mrnority oF ONE, 
dated March, 1960 has been received in our 
office. However, it is badly mutilated and pages 
3 thru 14 are missing. 


B. Lagen 

Center for the Study of Democratic 
Institutions 

The Fund for the Republic, Inc. 


Santa Barbara, Calif. 


(Eprror’s Nore: Beginning with the April 
issue copies to subscribers are mailed in wrap- 
pers. We would appreciate being notified when- 
ever a mutilated copy is received, so it can be 
replaced and in cases of obvious intentional 
eee protests filed with the postal authori- 
ties. 
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A NOTORIZED (—what for?) LETTER, 
A COPY TO A SENATOR 
AND BANISHMENT 


Please see that my name is taken off the 
mailing list of this disgusting rag! 

You’d be surprised, there are many of us who 
like this little world we live in. There is always 
the possibility that you are right and I’m wrong, 
and even the possibility that this could be in 
reverse, but God grant that I may be permitted 
to continue to take part in this great land, be 
an individual if I please. . . . I strongly urge 
that if you feel that our standard of living does 
not come up to the standards elsewhere—go 
there! That if you and other pseudo-intellec- 
tuals want this great new philosophy of equality 
and security, then again, I urge that you go 
where it is to be found in abundance. It may 
sound trite and “‘corney”, but I am an American 
and I love this land of ours. I’m not always in 
agreement with every turn in its political and 
economic road but I take part. 

Max Fetty 
Gillis & Hundemer & Fetty, Inc. 
Advertising—Public Relations 


copy: Senator Russell Long 
Baton Rouge, La. 


ows 


EVEN IN VIRGINIA THEY READ 
A RICHMOND PAPER! 


I want to commend you on your stand as 
expressed in THE Minority oF One, the more 
so since I recall the burdens borne for a long 
time by George Seldes and his IN FACT, a sheet 
with which he struggled for a long time. 

I have your March issue. I was a classmate 
of Reeves’s (See An Open Letter to a Prominent 
Advertising Agency, March issue—Ed.) at the 
University of Virginia (’32) but we never got 
much chance there to know him; he didn’t stay 
long and has been going steadily upward ever 
since. 

Your piece, THE WAY WE SEE IT isa very 
right and correct treatment of a horrible possibil- 
ity for injury for many Americans. I once 
worked for a smokeless powder corporation and 
am aware that your conclusions are correct. — 

I am a newspaperman with an experience with 
15 or so dailies and magazine work, historical 
writing and offset publication in Florida, where 
I also wrote TV, radio and news for a guber- 
natorial candidate who was too honest toward 
the end, when the campaign grew hot, to win. 
In Berlin, I wrote a column for the Roanoke 
(Va.) World-News taking the view that the 
American people were taking a hiding from 
inept administrators who were tossing away 
their tax money with both hands, and while I 
got two commendations for my work in Berlin, 
my contract was not renewed. 

In Germany I gave the paper through the 
columns the high spots of occupation policy. 
Time and place, chapter and verse of our laugh- 
able attempt to instill democracy; it was a 
saddening experience. 

Regards and good luck. 


Forest, VIRGINIA 
os 


ON GERMAN REARMAMENT 

I am impresséd by the clarity of your thought, 
especially in regard to our fallacious policy to- 
wards West Germany. Twice in our generation 
we had to send armies to Europe to stop the 
Pan-Germanic movement. It is a renunciation 
of the purposes of World War II to rearm any 
portion of Germany, east or west, and both the 
Soviet Union and the USA have fallen victim 
to the once repudiated doctrine of Hitler and 


bels. 

I op of the opinion ne = reach = 
apex of our prosperity pyramid and start the 
downward descent, the mouths that have been 
silenced by McCarthyism and the minds that 
have been sterilized by the anti-egghead move- 
ment will again be loosed to think and talk 
for a genuinely democratic America, American 
democracy is not dead, only sleeping. With 
harder times and fasting the brain will again 
function, the sluggish body again come to life. 


Harry E. Chrisman 


Wm. H. Adams 
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THEY MAKE THE LONELY ROAD 
NOT SO LONELY 


Hmmm... don’t know where you got my 
name, but it’s alright. I mean your publication 
is good. One thing I like is the fact that it is 
concentrated; another is the direct approach. 

From Readers’ Letters, March issue, the young 
person who inquires as to “Where are those who 
care?” (R.M., Baltimore, Md.) definitely 
reached me. Looking back I can recall the in- 
frequent meetings with those who cared and 
the memories are beautiful. But except for 
perusal of publications such as THz Mrnority 
or Ong, and very few there are, this is a lonely 
road indeed. To think, to discern, to question, 
to dissent, to criticize; these qualities will tend 
to make you a stranger in your own home. 

Also, in passing, L.H.H., Los Angeles, Calif., 
speaking of “love” and “exposure” in the same 
breath, weuld, it seems to me, bring to mind 
antonyms like darkness and hate. If these senti- 
ments are derived (as expressed in that letter) 
from religious or philosophical sources, it is 
also quite apparent that a return to the same 
sources is necessary in order to determine treat- 
ment thereof. I seem to recall that “lovers 
of darkness” were to be subjected to a strong 
dosage of light. Certainly the Prophets of old 
were quite active in this particular field. 

I am enclosing my subscription and believe 
this will be an enjoyable investment. 

A. J. Andrae 
Eldridge, Calif. 
os 


I am impressed by your publication and 
would like to express my respects and admira- 
tion to you for your effort. 

Best wishes and profoundest respects. 

Lawrence Kalom, M.D. 
Zion, Il. 
ows 


One of the readers of our Balanced Living 
sent your March 1960 issue, and after hearty 
congratulations, an equally hearty Welcome! 
We are now in our 16th year of non-conformist, 
critical editing which began with identifying in 
the ’30s with such books as Mumford’s Technics 
and Civilization, Ralph Borsodi’s This Ugly 
Civilization, etc. 

We like your emphasis on each individual 
beginning with himself, and also your straight 
talk to the advertising magnate. Both approaches 


are necessary. 
Mildred L. Loomis 
School of Living 
Brookville, Ohio 


ows 


I herewith tender my subscription to your 
splendid magazine. A breath of fresh air in the 
smog of journalism. 

Ira Nayfack 


Sun Valley, Calif. 
os 


Your letter to the Ted Bates agency (March 
issue) is something that has needed doing since 
their publication of that atrocious full-page 
attack on the FTC. Coming from the Bates 
people of Little Liver Pill fame, it was a new 
height in sheer gall. 

In the event that your ambitious project fails 
to obtain sufficient support at the level of opera- 
tion you have cut out for it, I suggest you keep 
it alive by any possible means—even conversion 
to mimeographed newsletter format if need be. 


Roy Lindberg 
Brooklyn, N. Y. 
Os 


Your magazine is a very interesting venture, 
and one which deserves a small round of ap- 
plause from anyone who appreciates the diffi- 
culties of one-man publication. You manage to 
make it a good deal more attractive in appear- 
ance than one would have the right to expect. 
Keep up the good work! 


William Robert Miller 
Managing Editor, Fellowship 
Nyack, N. Y. 


FROM A FEW WORDS OF 
BROKEN ENGLISH ... 


I have contacted many of my friends and I - 


hope that at least some of them have subscribed 
to THE Minority. It is always something of a 
jolt for me to read a new issue of THE Minority 
or One. It is like seeing my own, sometimes up 
to that moment unshared, thoughts suddenly 
appear in print in front of me. 

I am curious to find out how you, a foreigner 
who could scarcely speak a few words of broken 
English, apparently several years ago, to quote 
your own column, now edit and largely write 
such an erudite publication as THE MINorRITY 
or ONE (my wildest dream for many years) ? 

Nicholas N. Cherniavsky 
Goleta, Calif. 


os 


A friend gave me a copy of THE MInorItTy 
or One. It is good and your effort praiseworthy. 
Keep up the good work, 

Dr. N. S. Hanoka 


Chicago, Il. 
i) 


I am not rich—just a metallurgical engineer, 
however, I would like to donate a half dozen 
gift subscriptions. I don’t have much money but 
a lot of concern for my children’s security ver- 
sus the H-bomb, and democracy’s future versus 


the Republicans. 
Gordon Johnson 
Coshocton, Ohio 


os 


I wish to thank you for sending me a copy 
of your excellent publication. It is beautifully 
written—I concur with much of what you say 
—and it is thought provoking. My sincere 
wishes for tremendous success in the form of a 
huge circulation, wide readership and the result- 
ant improvement in government and individual 
thought. 


Philadelphia, Pa. 


Fritz Kimmelman 


ows 


I have read the March issue of your very 
interesting magazine and like it so much that I 
am enclosing my subscription. If someone en- 
tered a gift subscription for me, you may as 
well send me two copies—I can use them. I 
hope you will help us expose AMA. 

I like the way you express yourself. Keep up 
the good work! These are the things the Amer- 
ican people don’t think about, but they need to. 
Thanks for giving us the truth and a needed 
perspective and viewpoint. 


Mrs. Botherton 
Atascadero, Calif. 


Os 


I am, of course, interested in trying to main- 
tain independent channels of communication 
and encourage a frank and honest approach to 
the issues which face the world today. The 
rationalization of conflicting interests by oppos- 
ing forces and the propaganda techniques em- 
ployed have enveloped the people in such a 
cloud of confusion that few seem to be able 
to put values into their proper pérspective. 

I would like to see THE Minority or ONE 
continued and believe that we need many more 
opinionated journals devoted to current issues. 

(Mrs.) Josephine Gomon 
Detroit, Mich. 
os 


NOM DE PLUME? 


We received a copy of THe Minority oF 
One. We find all of the material therein of 
great interest and are in general in agreement 
with all of it. Is Arnoni a nom de plume? 

America’s witch hunting tactics, indictment 
of all who are opposed to the status quo, and 
use of guilt by association have led us to be 
very cautious and suspicious. We hope for a 
world where these feelings will become rare. 

Harvey Walker, Jr., M.D. 
St. Louis, Mo. 

(Eprror’s Note: Arnoni is not a nom de 

plume, it is my actual name.) 
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TO STUDY FREECOM AS SUCH 


A friend of mine just sent me a copy of the 
March issue of THE Minority or One. It is 
very impressive in many ways. 

You are an excellent writer. Writers of your 
calibre are rare enough, but your mastery of 
expression in English is all the more noteworthy 
because it evidently is not your mother tongue. 

You see wrong all about you, and you lash 
out against it. You do not represent an organi- 
zation. You represent yourself, the only person 
on this earth that you can truly represent. Most 
commendable! 

You would welcome tolerance of other races 
—even to encouraging intermarriage. In my 
own private way I have been recommending 
this attitude for years. We “whites”, for ex- 
ample, could do with some of that relaxed ability 
to enjoy life that is so characteristic of the negro. 
I live where there are many orientals, and they 
seem superior to us in many ways. You and I 
are on the same wave length on this question. 

You decry the arms race—particularly our 
part in it. So do I. I do not understand how 
those who profess to follow the One who said 
“He that taketh up the sword shall die by the 
sword”—-said it when His disciple was trying to 
defend Him from imminent crucifixion—can 
champion “retaliatory bombing”. 

You would make friends with those with 
whom you disagree, and try to dissuade them— 
or learn what you may from them—if they can 
point out some error in your thinking. This 
would be my method, precisely. Although my 
roots in this country go back to the 1600’s, I 
have no delusions about “my country, right or 
wrong”. Right—not wrong—is all that counts 
in my book. 

You regret stupidity in government. It is here 
that I feel that you have not penetrated quite 
far enough. You wish above all to be free to 
express yourself, but you do not go nearly far 
enough, as I seem to read you, in your desire 
for freedom. I believe, Mr. Arnoni, that you 
still have a considerable distance to go in your 
analysis of why the world is in such a hell of a 
mess. . . . I feel that you do have some strong 
biases that may blind you to the correct path. 
Now I may be mistaken, Maybe you are closer 
to a solution than I, But your writings do not 
tell me that you feel you have a very definite 
solution. In this, as in everything else you write, 
it seems to me that you are simply being honest 
with yourself and with your readers. 

I consider you to be a tremendously talented 
and courageous man. May I recommend that 
you turn your fearlessness to the study of free- 
dom as such? I believe that if you do, you will 
be delighted and amazed. And it may very well 
be that a number of baffling contradictions will 
be cleared up for you. It is important that men 
of unusual courage, men who are willing to be a 
minority of one learn about freedom, because 
= plight is that so many men are afraid 
of it 


Ys 
R, M. Holmes 
Bellevue, Washington 


ows 


ROLLING STRAIGHT TO THE F.B.I. 

Somehow, without my knowledge or without 
my consent, you have secured my name and as 
a consequence you have unauthorizedly (sic!) 
sent me two copies of a periodical entitled Tue 
Minority or ONE. 

I do not under any circumstances wish to 
receive this periodical and I demand that you 
remove my name from your mailing list and 
cease and desist from sending any literature 
whatsoever to me. 

Thanking you for your immediate attention 
to this matter, I am, 

Sincerely, 


Ellen S. Roller 
(Mrs, Frank C.) 


copy: 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Washington, D, C. 

oes 
DAVID’S SUCCESS 


You are playing the part of David against 
Goliath —I wish you his success, 


Rina Nikova 
May 1960 e Page 19 





Tribulations 


Some of the difficulties we have 
encountered launching this pub- 
lication are so typical of the pre- 
vailing practice of law circum- 
vention that they merit being 
publicly reported on. While free- 
dom of press is explicitly guaran- 
teed by the First Amendment to 


of an “Unacceptable” 


Publication 


the Constitution, the Executive 
Branch of our government has de- 
vised a number of methods cal- 
culated for political favoritism on 
the one hand and for putting “un- 
acceptable” publications out of 
business on the other. 


WHAT IS “ACCEPTABLE” LIBERALISM? 


In all fairness one must state 
that our authorities tolerate a 
much wider range of “acceptable” 
matter than do outright totalitar- 
ian regimes. The limitations, 
nevertheless, are quite definite and 
unmistakable. 

A publication (or for that mat- 
ter a politician, political group, 
etc.) is considered liberal when it 
pursues a liberal course on certain 
domestic affairs such as civil rights 
legislation, raising of wage mini- 
mums, support of trade unionism 
and public ownership of natural 
resources and power projects. 
Should any publication consistent- 
ly support liberal policies on all 
these domestic issues, it would in 
all probability exceed the demar- 
cation line of “LEGITIMATE” 
liberalism. But as long as it sup- 
ports some of those policies it is 
considered to be acting within the 
permissible range of Americanism. 
It is then conceived of as the 
LEFT wing of the American po- 
litical panorama and, except for 
partisan attacks by the more con- 
servative elements, its right to exist 
will not be questioned. 

The price for supporting a mod- 
erately liberal domestic course is 
adherence to a nationalistic, “our- 
country-right-or-wrong” .attitude 
in relations with other countries. 
An American publication reputed 
to be “liberal” must still, to a de- 
gree, make itself a party to an 
“America - first” chauvinism to 
avoid gambling its public legiti- 
macy altogether. 

Since such a publication is, by 
virtue of its liberal domestic 
policies, somewhat of a suspect 
anyway, it often tends to over- 
emphasize its conservatism in for- 


eign policies in order to appease 
the hunters of opportunity to stig- 
matize any degree of liberalism as 
un-American. This apologetic 
vindicativeness explains why some 
of our “liberal” publications labor 
to make themselves the leaders of 
the cold warriors. 

This does not mean that there is 
no difference between the editorial 
positions on foreign affairs be- 
tween conservative and “liberal” 
publications; but these differences 
are largely matters of strategy 
rather than purpose. One news- 
paper, for instance, will advocate 
punitive sanctions against a for- 
eign government that, like Cas- 
tro’s, offends certain American in- 
terests, while another newspaper 
will call for American restraint. 
Both, however, will claim implicit- 
ly their contradictory strategies 
serve American interests, without 
concern for the justice of such 
interests. Were either one to sug- 
gest a compromise of such interests 
in the name of some principle or 
out of international altruism per 
sé, its position would be widely 
construed as un-American. It is a 
reflection of this nationalistic prag- 
matism that even individuals mo- 
tivated by genuine liberalism and 
altruism often believe themselves 
forced to resort to idea-salesman- 
ship, hiding their motivations be- 
neath nationalistic expediency. 

Thus liberal thought in America 
is being divided and classified into 
two groups: the one, displaying 
moderate liberalism on domestic 
matters only, is accepted as legiti- 
mate Americanism, while the more 
consistently liberal group is stig- 
matized as foreign, illegitimate, 
even treasonous. , 


THE LEGAL TRIBULATIONS 


Once a publication is so stig- 
matized, it becomes the target of 
unrelenting attacks, not in the 
framework of public polemic, but 
rather with the intent of putting it 
out of business. The attack begins 
when such a publication attempts 
to secure the proper mailing pro- 
cedure promised by law. Second 
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class mail privileges are an utterly 
vital requirement for any news- 
paper or magazine. They not only 
provide financial savings but se- 
cure reasonably effective postal 
service as well. 

While second class mail is paid 
for at a cut rate, its processing 
is treated with essentially the same 
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AMA andhe 


The defeat, in the House Ways and Means Committee, of 
Rep. Aime J. Forand’s bill to provide medical care under the 
social security system has provoked a new wave of well war. 
ranted criticism against the American Medical Association, 
Having thrown its full weight against the proposed measure, 
AMA has once more demonstrated that its bible is not neces- 
sarily the Oath of Hippocrates but rather the same selfish 
expediency that motivates all other lobbies of vested interests. 


It would, however, be a grave injustice to conceive of AMA | 


as the conscience of the medical profession: there are many, 
though powerless vis-a-vis their domineering “union”, physi- 
cians whose reservations to AMA’s traditional policies are as 
profound as those of the general public. Unfortunately, their 
individual voices are submerged in the omnipotent machinery 
of the AMA lobby. 

But even AMA spokesmen can no longer deny that many 
practices within the medical profession are injurious to the 
public. During the Association’s 108th annual meeting in 
Atlantic City both the outgoing president, Dr. Gunnar Gunder. 
sen, and its present president, Dr. Louis M. Orr, urgently 
appealed to their colleagues to restrain themseves to reasonable 
pay. In this appeal they were joined by President Eisenhower. 

Of course, it would be as naive to expect such unbinding 
appeals to have any effect as it would be to diagnose the dis- 
eased relationship between the public and the medical profes. 
sion as simply a matter of fees. Although AMA displays little 
if any initiative in curbing the constant increases in doctors’ 
fees, it is quite active, if no more qualified than organizations 
representing other professions and interests, in the field of social 
legislation. In fact, allowing AMA to serve as a kind of con- 
sultive body whenever legislation involves the business rather 
than the professional interests of its members is a testimony to 
government by lobbies. 

And yet, an analysis of AMA’s strength and influence would 
prove that this organization is often singled out as a scapegoat 
for public resentment and wrongs that go deeper and further 
than generally suspected. 

The influence of any lobby depends on two factors: the cap- 
ital at its command and/or the number of potential votes it 
represents. By these two factors a lobby can either promote 
favorable or avert unfavorable legislation. Neither factor is to 
be found in abundance behind AMA. As impressive as its 
financial means undoubtedly are, they do not compare with 
the amounts of money available to big business promoters. Nor 
would the mere numbers of physicians have any effect on elec- 
tion campaign strategists. What then accounts for AMA’ 
influence and strength? 

AMA’s political strength derives from the social prestige of 
the medical profession in America. This prestige was not 
usurped by its holders. Rather it grows out of our social 
structure and unique educational system. 

The law of supply and demand largely regulates the remu- 
neration and recognition society offers to any vocational or 
professional group. Often this principle operates less conspicu- 
ously than it does with tangible merchandise. One might try 
to contradict this contention by pointing to the low teachers’ 
salaries in spite of the acute shortage of teachers. There is, 
however, no shortage in this country of the kind of teachers 
we are willing to settle for. What we desperately lack are 
qualified teachers, capable of raising the standards of our edu- 
cational system. But since our society prefers to settle for un- 
qualified, semi-educated teachers, it is not necessary to pay 
them commensurately with highly professional preparation. 
Subsequently, even the highly qualified minority of teachers is 
paid only according to that portion of professional preparation 
society insists upon. 

The time, effort and intelligence needed to acquire a diploma 
regulate the flow of candidates to professional schools. The 
more demanding they are, the fewer the candidates, and ever- 
tually the members, of the particular profession. But time, 
effort and intelligence are eventually rewarded because of the 
scarcity of the professional group. 
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The exceptionally high prestige the medical profession enjoys 
in our society is due to the fact that the training for it, practi- 
cally alone among our academic skills, has not been severely 
compromised. 

In Europe the medical profession enjoys no more exceptional 





college degree is equally demanding regardless of the field in 
which it is pursued. It takes about the same length of time 
‘and requires the same determined scholastic application and 
intelligence to become a teacher, lawyer or engineer as it does 
to become a physician. The selectiveness of the professions and 
the investment they require being substantially equal, also the 
eventual rewards are essentially equal. The European high 
school teacher or lawyer is on a par with the physician econom- 
ically as well as socially. 

In America a totally different picture emerges. Our college 
courses are so lamentably compromised that with few exceptions 
they amount to little more than diploma factories. At best our 
professional schools produce competent specialists, but rarely 
well educated, intellectually sophisticated individuals. While 
the same applies to our medical students, their strictly profes- 
sional education is much more demanding than that of other 
professional courses. As a result, it is immensely more difficult 
to become a physician than it is to become a member of most 
other professions. This discrepancy accounts for the high degree 
of professional selectivity. And the few who finally succeed in 
becoming practicing physicians are entitled to rewards com- 
mensurate with their relatively strenuous apprenticeship. 

It is only natural that the public with its heavy load of 
medical expenses resents the prosperity of physicians, whether 
or not such prosperity is merited. 

Curtailing measures are hardly the way to introduce some 


i than the other professions because the acquisition of a 





more equitable balance between the status of medical doctors 
and the remainder of society. As long as it is so much more 
difficult and demanding to become a physician than to become 
any other professional, the medical doctor, after years of intel- 
lectual and economic struggle, will have to be exceptionally 
rewarded. What we need is not to curtail rewards for achieve- 
ment but to inspire our whole society, and first of all its acad- 


Hemicians, to reach equally demanding heights. Were the 


standards for becoming a teacher or any other professional as 
demanding as those in the medical field, the rewards would also 
be quite equal whether in pay or public recognition. 

All this does not amount to a vindication of AMA. While 
we must resist its uninhibited drive for professional exploitation, 
we must simultaneously appreciate the basic social anomalies 
that feed its arrogant attitudes. 


POLITICAL OSCARS 








urgency as first class mail. A pub- 
lication denied these benefits can 
rarely afford to mail its copies first 
class; instead it has to use third 
class, or what is commonly referred 
to as “junk mail”. Such mail is 
processed at the convenience of 
the post office. As a result, THE 
Minority oF One has had the dis- 
heartening experience of having 
some of its December, 1959 copies 
delivered to their addressees in 
March, 1960. 

Yet, as important as second 
class mail privileges are to the 
privileged status of the American 
press the granting of them is left 
to the discretionary regulations 
of the Postmaster General. 


It is impossible for a new pub- 
lication to qualify for such privi- 
leges. The mailing list must consist 
of at least fifty per cent of paid up 
subscribers, a requirement no new 
publication can possibly fulfill. 
But even a satisfactory subscription 
list does not automatically guaran- 
tee second class privileges. News- 
papers and periodicals may be 
barred from second class mail or 
even excluded from the mails al- 
together by mere administrative 
action if, in the opinion of the 
Postmaster General, they are ob- 
scene, fraudulent or seditious. 
These arbitrary powers have been 
used extensively as a means of po- 
litical censorship. 


ILLEGAL TRIBULATIONS 


Not less, and often more, effec- 
tive are distinctly illegal practices 
committed within the Post Office 
Department with the indulgence 
of the Postmaster General. 

Many a local postmaster, postal 
clerk or mail carrier knows from 
experience that tampering with 
the mails does not necessarily in- 
vite personal repercussions. If 
“patriotically” inspired, he knows 
he may count on being “covered 
up” and protected by his superi- 
ors and he believes himself to be 
committing “patriotic” sabotage. 

It would be impossible in this 
space to detail all the postal tribu- 
lations this publication has been 
subjected to and a few typical ones 
are depicted in several letters from 
subscribers reprinted elsewhere in 
this issue. Were these just spo- 
radic accidents, one could give the 
Post Office the benefit of the 
doubt. But the great volume of 
torn up copies among the many 
non-conformist publications sug- 
gests a deliberate pattern of attack 
and forces many publishers into 
the expense of using costly enve- 
lopes so as to conceal the contents 
from postal clerks. 


As another means of sabotage 
the post office returns copies 
stamped “undeliverable” or “in- 
sufficient address”. Yet, acting on 
a hunch, you take these same cop- 
ies, put them in envelopes, address 
them exactly as before, but this 
time mail them first class; the 
“vanished” addressee is now mi- 
raculously present to accept his 
mail. Or take the copy in front of 
you returned by the post office 
stamped “Received in Bad Condi- 
tion, Washington, D. C.”. You 
discover the only “bad condition” 
to be 18 (eighteen!) rubber stamp 
imprints made by the post office, 
five of which are “Received in Bad 
Condition”. 

One could go on and on, citing 
similar instances of the post office’s 
disregard for the law. Of course, 
it would be naive to search the 
archives of the Post Office for any 
authorization of such illegal treat- 
ment of politically “objectionable” 
mail. Were the Postmaster Gen- 
eral determined to prevent such 
practices, the disciplining of a 
single guilty clerk would impress 
upon all postal employees the legal 
standards expected of them. 


THE CENSORSHIP JOINERS 


When an American businessman 
rejects an opportunity to make 
profits, who would doubt the com- 
pelling reasons which made him 
regretfully do it? Yet, the fear of 
being associated in any way with 
a non-conformist cause or publica- 
tion is so great, that many a printer 
becomes a political censor prior to 
accepting a job. A distribution 
agency approached to place your 
copies on newsstands suddenly be- 
comes too platonic to be concerned 
with possible profits but instead 
queries you on the prospect of 
your publication displeasing the 
Un-American Committee of the 
House. A mailing list agent for- 
feits his prospect of profit to “play 
it safe” ; and a disappointed reader 
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spends 64 cents to notify you by 
“Registered Mail, Return Receipt 
Requested” that he wishes to re- 
ceive no further copies. 

These are just some of the tribu- 
lations that face the individual 
who takes seriously the right to 
communicate ideas. Of course, 
there is a link between the legal 
stamping blocks put in his way, 
the illegal practices tolerated by 
the Post Office and the voluntary 
joiners in political censorship. The 
latter are the frightened victims of 
coercion inspired from above. 

With all these tribulations it is 
no surprise that the United States 
still lacks a prominent national 
magazine that is truly and con- 
sistently liberal. 
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PRAY FOR PEACE! - Yes, Pray for peace. 
That entails no risks; it is eminently 
respectable and quite safe. Let George 
Do It! Take good care that you do not 
WORK FOR PEACE! That will put you in the 
social dog-house in a jiffy, if not 
straight in jail. 


BE SENSIBLE! Have no traffic with basic 
social principles. In the process you may 
have to oust someone to get a chance for 
better order, for better service, and he 
fights back; even gangsters do, however 
wrong they be. Molecules and neutrons 
don't; they don't care who pushes them 
around and how much! (Lucky Scientists!) 
BE SMART! Forget your Goethe and his dec- 
laration of spiritual independence when 
he says: 





Wer in der Weltgeschichte lebt, 


SS eee 


~ richten? * 








Rather observe the genteel ways and clear 
taboos that dominate the show around you 
and of which you are a part. Don't you 
like to be "successful"? ; 


Yes, but I feel more people, each one in 
his own sphere of work and influence, must 
be willing to be "odd-balls", so to speak, 
like Albert Schweitzer and Tom Dooley, to 
name but two - harmless though they be in 
essence, for no "business" here at home 
is hurt by their generously helping some 
hapless, sick expendable natives in some 
far-away jungle! OUR JOB IS TOUGHER. We 
must actually attack the powerful heart 
of the cunning as well as of the innocent 
corruption which surrounds us everywhere. 

That means we have to fight for a change 
of heart in our people, of our social ob- 
jectives, of our current sense of ‘values. 

And the ° beginning must be made in our aca- 
demic institutions by our teachers, not 
only in our classrooms, but also in the 
goals and ways especially of our human- 
istic scholarship and research. From here 
a new light must shine forth. That is their 
reason for existence! 











With best wishes to all men of good will- 


FRANZ SCHNEIDER 


*Should he that lives in the grand sweep of the history of 
the world 
Take direction from the transitory fashions of the moment? 


Dr. Franz Schneider is a professor of German at the 
University of California. 
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A Predetermined Failure? 


(Continued from page 1) 
The President’s unwillingness to act on a moratorium on 


- underground A-tests beyond the term of his office is a new 


attempt to maneuver the Soviets into a position of rejection 
and opposition. In fact, the President put himself in the 
untenable and precarious position of claiming that this 
country cannot make commitments beyond his term of 
office. If he lacks authority to do so, certainly the Congress 
of the U. S. does not. 

Our counter-proposals also betray an obvious contradic- 
tion. While we have been opposing the application of a test 
ban to underground explosions claiming such explosions to 
be undetectable, now we demand the “impossible”—that 
international inspection also apply to underground tests, 
which would be prohibited by a brief moratorium. 

There are still more basic indications to bear out President 
Eisenhower’s lack of optimism with regard to the summit 
conference. While it is true that the American economy, 
if properly inspired and guided, does not necessarily depend 
on a war industry, it is also true that a cessation of the cold 
war would necessitate far-reaching adjustments. Should 
our war industry be brought to a sudden halt, there would 
be no escape from a large scale depression that would take 
many years to overcome. This is obvious, and were the 
prospect of an international accommodation real, the Admin- 
istration would be deeply involved in planning the necessary 
overhaul of our economy. As long as the Administration 
shirks this primary responsibility, there is no reason to be- 
lieve that it truly wants any arms reduction. In fact, in the 
absence of such planning one must assume that the Admin- 
istration does not even accept disarmament as a realistic 
possibility. Such far-reaching pessimism cannot be based on 
an evaluation of the antagonist’s true wishes; one can only 
be that positive about his own intentions. 

It seems that our Government subscribes minutely to the 
economic theory of our arms producers: any amount of 
society’s organized spending is “creeping socialism” but 
forty billion dollars of organized spending on weapons epit- 
omizes a “free economy”. As long as this is the economic 
doctrine of our Government, it will keep preventing a relax- 
ation of international tensions and “peaceful intentions” will 
be no more than the slogan of its psychological warfare 
advisors. 

World public opinion succeeded in inducing our leaders 
to meet at the summit but it has not inspired the sincerity 
needed at that meeting. 

Our Administration has learned the importance of pre- 
tending to melt the cold war but its basic objectives have 
not changed. If this pessimism should be borne out by 
events to come, the meeting at the summit, coming as it does 
in response to man’s prayers and hopes, will hardly justify 
even the inconsequential amount of money and effort it will 
consume. 





Toward A More Positive Peace 
(Continued from page 10) 


a stumbling block to our success in dealing with others. It 
has been given to us to conquer the secret of the invisible 
atom; it has been given to us to launch scientific instruments 
in outer space. It has been given to us to live at once in a 
technological, a scientific, an economic, a social, and a politi- 
cal revolution. 

We are told in the book of Genesis that Adam and Eve 
were driven from the Garden of Eden because they had 
eaten of the tree of knowledge of good and evil, Surely this 
generation has eaten of such a tree in its atomic discoveries. 

Man today faces an unprecedented choice. Placing his 
faith in atomic weaponry, he can precipitate the total de- 
struction of every living thing. Or, placing his faith in con- 
structive and positive programs, he can bring peace, pros- 
perity, and undreamed-of opportunity to every human being 
on this earth. Has he the patience, the courage, and the 
wisdom to make the right choice? 
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A Personal Note From The Editor: 


You may have wondered where the financial 
means that make this costly publication possible 
come from. When I tell you that I myself, a 
man of very limited income, am its sole financial 
backer, you may also wonder what inspires this 
sacrifice. 


From certain articles in THe MInority OF 
ONE you may have noted that being a Jew I 
was incarcerated in German concentration 
camps for five years. There I saw thousands of 
people, including my father, my mother and my 
sister, die of starvation and tortures, in gas 
chambers and before firing squads. I myself 
was subjected to tortures I did not believe a 
human being could endure. 

Yet, I survived. Frankly, one who sees his 
entire social environment wiped out cannot help 
being obsessed by an irrational feeling of guilt 
for surviving himself. It is as if I had to justify 
my survival by serving justice and humanity as 
best I understand them. 

I have seen men like you and me, loyal to 
their families, adoring their children, even car- 
ing for their pets commit the most heinous 
bestialities. What shook me to the very depth of 
my being was the stark realization that men, not 
unlike myself in their feelings and motivations, 
were nevertheless capable of such utter acts of 
violence and brutality. Reluctantly, I admitted 
that no inherent dignity rendered me immune 
to committing similar bestialities. Fearfully, I 
believed that all human beings contain in them- 
selves the same shocking potential. 

What then, I was forced to ask myself, trans- 
formed a mere human being into a bloodthirsty, 
monstrous SS man? I believe it was his personal 





- SUBSCRIPTION FORM -— 


weakness and self-doubt leading to blind trust 
in the state’s infallibility and substituting this 
external reliance for a personal conscience. Out 
of this sacrifice of conscience, this self-negation 
and reverence for the state’s authority, he was 
driven to participate in the most atrocious crimes 
unaware of the horror of his deeds. 

These thoughts awakened me to a responsi- 
bility for alerting my fellow man to intellectual 
and moral self-assertion. We must never sacri- 
fice personal conscience to any external infalli- 
bility lest we too participate in injustices without 
being aware of them. It is this idea I believe 
Tue Minority oF ONE is serving. 

The response to THe Minority or ONE has 
been enthusiastic, but unfortunately, since I 
refuse to commercialize the venture or to accept 
financial support from any political quarters, 
and since my own personal savings as well as all 
the indemnity I received from the German Gov- 
ernment are exhausted, a point has been reached 
where the continuation of this publication is 
endangered just when its continuation seems to 
bear a promise of eventual self-support. I am 
not asking for any personal help; THE Mrnoriry 
oF ONE is not intended for profits. But I am ask- 
ing for your help in making this forum continue. 

More than outright contributions we need gift 
subscriptions from those who give us moral sup- 
port. If you will enter gift subscriptions for your 
friends and ask them to do likewise, a chain 
reaction will result which will see us through. 


The timing of your help is of crucial impor- 
tance. If you intend to respond to this appeal, 
please do it NOW. You will be that much better 
and richer for doing it. 





















































THE MINORITY OF ONE, INC. 1. NAME 3. NAME 
P. O. Box 6594 
Richmond 30, Va. St. & No. St. & No 
Please, enter my subscription for City. : City 
CO 1 year —$5.00 (In Canada $5.25) (zonE) (STATE) (ZONE) (STATE) 
0.2 years — $9.00 (In Canada $9.50) 
Enclosed is my contribution of 2. NAME 4. NAME 
. Selena Soe to your publication fund. St. & No St. & No 
(ZONE) (STATE) (ZONE) (STATE) 
St. & No 
Acknowledge gift subscriptions in the name of 
City. J . 
(somn) (wean) 0 Remittance enclosed O Bill me 


Also enter gift subscriptions at the rate of 
$4.00 per year for: 


C0 I further suggest you mail free sample copies to the parties listed by me separately. 


Signature 
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THE MINORITY OF ONE carries no 
specific political message. Its name derives 
from its purpose—to contribute to the in- 
dividual’s intellectual self-assertion. You 
and I are the minorities of one, if only we 
do not fear our thoughts. Our thoughts 
may collide, or they may coincide or com- 
plement each other, but even then let us 
each remain a minority of one. If you 
lend us support on this, no matter how 
many of our specific views you may dissent 
from, we believe you to be our friend. 


IF YOU GOT YOUR COPY 
AT A NEWSSTAND, 


it was sold to you at a financial loss to the 
publisher, who is neither a business enter- 
prise nor does he accept commercial ad- 
vertising nor is he backed by any outside 
interests. ° 


Therefore, if you wish this publication 
to endure and to read also its future issues, 
please, enter your subscription NOW. 
Your sponsoring of gift subscriptions to 
friends is another means of helping us en- 
dure and of carrying our message to an 
ever growing circle of readers. 


THE MINORITY OF ONE ...# 

Gutenberg’s invention of modern print- 
ing gave mankind not only a revolutionary 
means for exchanging ideas but also a 
powerful weapon for manipulating man’s 
mind. 

Of all of man’s rights and liberties the 
most precious one is freedom of thought. 
It is the quintessence of freedom. As 
George Orwell put it: “Freedom is the 
freedom to say that two plus two make 
four. If that is granted, all else follows.” 

Of all oppressions the oppression of 
thought operates through the subtlest chan- 
nels. It is incomparably less conspicuous 
than starvation, denial of political rights, 
or corporal abuse. Like a tasteless poison, 
it attacks the victim without warning. 

One particular form of thought op- 
pression is the most degrading of human 
experiences; its victims are masses of vol- 
unteers, mentally anaesthetized by ortho- 
doxy and conformity. Again to quote 
Orwell: “Orthodoxy means not thinking— 
not needing to think. Orthodoxy is uncon- 
sciousness.” Orthodoxy is mental suicide. 

TuHeE Minority or One will tear away 
at the invisible chains of the mind. It will 
exercise the right of saying that two plus 
two make four, paying no heed to political 
taboos. 

We believe that the ultimate test of a 
civilization’s worthiness and ability to sur- 
vive lies in the quality of the individuals it 
produces. Hurrah-patriotism, flag waving, 
and blind, nationalistic self-contentment 
are no substitutes. In the fierce interna- 
tional competition of our era, they will 
prove not only futile, but also detrimental 
to our society. If we are to be both worthy 
and able to survive the Communist chal- 
lenge, we must be prepared to make a 
national virtue of self-criticism. 

Self-criticism is not inimical to patriot- 
ism. On the contrary, it is an indispensable 
ingredient of genuine concern and devotion 
to one’s society. Otherwise, only the stupid 
could be patriotic... 

To retain its independence, THE MINorR- 
ITy OF ONE will not be open to commercial 
advertising. Its success will depend entirely 
on the support of its readers. We trust that 
those who welcome truly free discussion 
will not only themselves become subscrib- 
ers, but also help us to reach their friends. 


* Introductory article from the first issue. 


“Remember, men, America needs our ‘creativity’!” 





